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Was language access violation investigated? 

Did officers used de-escalation tactics before shooting and killing Amilcar Perez Lopez? 
Were the interactions within the limitations of plainclothes officers? 

Did officers have sufficient justification to use deadly force on Amilcar Perez Lopez? 


|said that he is of the opinion that since Amilcar Perez Lopez was 5’6”, two officers 
could have dealt with him in that situation without that use of force and taking of his life. 


m responded there are witnesses to the OIS who are working with one of his associates 
when the appropriate time is to speak out. said he included the testimonies from these 

witnesses but did not have contact information to share because the narrative was prepared 
quickly for the press conference and they intent to amend the complaint with more details. 

acknowledged SFPD received a call at 9:45pm or so saying that someone was chasing 
someone with a knife trying to steal a bicycle and that SFPD a cted on that information claiming 
that Amilcar did not put the knife down when asked to do so. ^^^^Jsaid he has been in that 
neighborhood a long time and understand that getting the police to respond requires mentioning a 
weapon. He said that an active violent encounter was not in line with the actual events so that 
set up SFPD interpretation of what was going on. Moreover, he said he does not believe Amilcar 
Perez would not have been able to identify the two as police officers because they were in 
plainclothes. So two large people approaching Amilcar from behind and physically attacking 
him is an ambiguous situation. In the end,^^^^| said he would have to review the articles 
as to what neighbors actually said about that. To begin with, he said, Amilcar, grew up in a 
culture where police is not to be trusted so Amilcar suspicion was to simply stay alive when two 
large men with gun. It is an object of question whether Amilcar understood their instruction to 
drop the knife. In several of the on line news articles. Chief Suhr said the o fficers do n ot speak 
Spanish and suggested that the officers had their badges around their necks. BUI 
questioned whether having the badges displayed around th eir necks at 9pm would be hard to tell 
whether they were security guards or an officer of the law. also questioned whether 

the officers in fact saved the other person’s life after SFPD published that the other person 
thanked police for saving his life from Amilcar Perez. When asked about the identity of that 
other person involved, ^^^^^|said the people would hope to see the identity release within a 
couple of days. From the attorney across the street |^H||that other person is a Latin 
American in his thirties. 

m said the only thing he witnessed from his home around the corner at|m || WKM 
was a rapid succession of 5-6 shots. He did not go outside, he learn everything the following 
morning about 6am. He had seen Amilcar on the street and would greet him. He thinks they 
would be working in the next few days to offer a list of witnesses and their contact information. 

Interview by Inv. Brent Begin 
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3/16/15- Rec’d email from complainant ^^^^^stating that two of th e Perez Lop ez^__ 
roommates were eyewitnesses to the incident. He stated that one of the has 

talked to an (unidentified) lawyer involved in the case and to the Mission Local newspaper. He 
attached a copy of the newspaper article. The article states that the witnesses’ names were 
withheld because they are undocumented. The witnesses stated that Perez Lopez was sitting on 
his front steps when a known local transient on a bicycle attempted to steal Perez Lopez’ cell 
phone. An argument ensued, and Perez Lopez went inside his house, retrieved a kitchen knife 
and threatened the cyclist with it and chased him down the street to get his phone back. One of 
the roommates said he saw a plainclothes officer grab Perez Lopez from behind, prompting him 
to squirm away from the officers. He dropped the knife when commanded to do so. 



3/18/15 Rec'd email from complainant to introduce attorney who is 

in contact with several witnesses. 



3/26/15-Telcall from Julie at Legal. The 1R number I provided to her was incorrect. Checked 
CAD; sent corrected request for documents. 



03/27/15- AS1 Ball asked me to assist to contact, interview 2 Spanish-speaking witnesses in this 


case. Inv. Ivas handed m e the case file. I contacted Attorney] 
■53^1 at 5:05 P.M. When I asked |““ 


at hisj 
for information about two 


Guatem alan wit nesses to the incident, he responded that he is assisting a colleague, 
who is^ 


He said that he would have to consult with colleague | 
whom he will ask to call me directly on Monday. He distanced himself from being a witness or 
directly involved with any civil action. 




03/31/15- No call from either! 


I called 


and the message to both to call me was forwarded to 




Spoke w/ Inv. Ivas re: o utstanding requ est from SFPD Legal. 
I listened to the intake h >' * n v - Ivas. 
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Discussed case with ASI Ball - NO ACF, was interviewed? 

-Per ASI Ball, Inv. Begin simultaneously interviewed co-conip| 

interview summary transferred to case browser of investigator Aulet. 

-ACF created per ASI Ball pursuant to 3 allegations on OCC complaint narrative provided, not 
exactly articulated, by the complainants who were not witnesses to the OIS, and their information 
is third hand hearsay information, copy to admin. 

-To go out and canvass OIS scene in search of 2 or more LEP witnesses. 


03/31/15-1 canvassed the area around 2 857 Folsom Street: 

1 located ^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^through | 

^{Jioutside. I noticed two bullet holes with SFPD evidence stickers A & B over them on the 
2 nd level to the side and below the living room window that faces Folsom Street. The niece w/n a 

me which the^H 

m b ut was m the living roomof^^^^^^^^^^iwith^^^^^^onthe evening of 
2/27/15. |is still traumatized over the incident and spoke off record in between crying 
moments. She d/n know if she will be a co-complainant, a witness or if she will come forward 
on record at all. The mental health well being of^^^| seemed to be a priority. gave 

me a cryptic off-record account of what she saw from the living room across the street, is 
concerned what police would do to her if she give OCC a statement, and d/n know whether she 
will complain, be a witness or give a recorded statement at a later time. 

03/31/1 5 - Taped (WitnesJ 

iswho said is not a witness but is | 

was present during this interview. said he was in his room ready to go out when 
he heard several shots outside. ran downstairs, looked out the front door window (there are 
2) and saw a uniform Q2 tackle the bicycle guy, handcuffed him, and brought him back by the 
car, and sat him down. said multiple officers appeared on scene. Shortly thereafter, a 
plainclothes Q2 displaying with his star hanging in a chain from around his neck appeared at his 
front door, shaking, asking if everyone was okay, then asked him to lock the doors, and stay 
inside. Officers then closed the street, put up crime scene tape. said an ambulance entered 
Folsom Street, but the victim lay down on the street for a very long time. 



After j? ? W eg| intervi ew, I spoke witl|jpu, about the alleged witnesses. 

He said their attorney, ^^^^^^^^isabusy attorney in L.AT^^^^Jsaid the 2 witnesses 
live in a white house on the east side of Folsom with blue trimmings next to the OIS scene, but 
there was no such house on either side of the scene. I knocked on homes to the left and to the 
right of 2857 Folsom Street, an d left my business c ard. The only white house with blue 
trimmings with 4, not 3, apts is 

told me thal^^m in apartment^ knows about the guy in the bicycle and that the two 
witnesses in the other said OCC is 

to bother them because they have been instructed not to talk unless is in the presence of their 
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I ran all four apartments as I did in many houses on the 

east side of Folsom, but nobody was home or opened their front doors. 

I took 9 pics of the OIS scene from the information provided this afternoon. 

-I discussed my canvassing with ASI Ball at the OCC . 

-I mailed 2 CCSF claim forms, the OCC brochure, 

complaint form, and my business card. 


04/01/15 - Neither the complainants nor the attorneys claiming there are two Spanish-speaking 
witness have come forward with their identity or locations to be interviewed. They have not 
responded to multiple calls since 3/27/15. 1 returned the case file to ASI Ball. 




04/03/15- 


|LMTC in response to email I sent him. 



04/07/15- R ec’d call from| 

residents of asked to open the OCC correspondence with 

CCSF claim forms and OCC complaint form, call me to ask what were the white forms for. 

I I I 1 1 mu liiim asked for property damage caused by the 2casings^^^| said 

had not seen the correspondence. I asked pacl to ha\^fl |c.ill me 




04/10/15-1 called Homicide Detail^^^^^ and spoke with Homicide Lt. Alexa O’Brien (cell 
who was covering for Lt. Tony Chaplin. She reports to Capt. James Miller @ 
Investigations. She told me the homicide team assigned to this OIS is: 

Lead Ins. Anthony Ravano #929^H^|^^^H and 

Bilingual Ins. Daniel Dedet assist. 

04/10/15-1 called complainant and h e called back froml 

He has no re: witnesses, it all came from He will locat e| 
telepho ne number and share it. Her emailii^^^^^^^^^^^^^^l but w/n sure where she 
lives on|^^^^^^|. He said small meetings have taken place in the community about the 
incident but the residents continue to be upset with SFPD over how they behaved that evening. 
Also, people fear retaliation if they come forward contradicting the SFPD version. I sensed from 
what people are telling him that the witnesses are afraid but wish to secure a U visa. 

04/10/15- LMTC 



04/14/15- ASI Ball informed me that complainant contacted him to object 

to my inquiry regarding the two witnesses and mentioned to him that officers took cell phones 
from people on scene, that there is a civil lawsuit but the “lawyer” does not want witnesses to 
speak to anyone. 
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04/14/15- Inv. Ivas forwarded to me what SFPD Legal sent to OCC in response to OCC non¬ 
routine request for 25 items listed on the “OCC-SFPD Document Request and Tracking Forms 
for OIS cases” re: SFPD 150-178-555. 

• Reviewing printed doc provided, photos, CSI DVD (2 CSI officers removing a cell phone 
from Amilcar Lopez Perez as indicated on CSI report). Initial and supplemental report, 

• Drafted list of essential personnel and civilian witnesses and their essential statements 
for the OCC investigation. 

• printed Q2 Reboli and Q2 Tiffe transcripts of homicide/DA interviews 

- LMTC for Sgt. Anthony Ravano to introduce myself. 

04/15/15- Spoke with of SFPD Leg al re: OIS tracking form. 

SFPD LegalL7woon@^^^^^ New Legal Fax#415-553-1999 

emailed new fax # to OCC Seniors. 

04/20/15- Sent email to potential witnes:^^^^^^^^|: 

04/22/15- SF Examiner article “Guatemalan man shot and killed by SFPD plans to sue The City" 
-Searched State Bar info and contacted Att. Arnoldo Casillas. He laughed about the comments 
that two eye-witnesses have specific instructions not to talk to anyone unless he is present. 

He said the parents of Amilcar Perez Lopez hired him to represent them. He directed a private 
autopsy, sent an investigator to SF to talk to certain people including the alleged vic ti m, had 
scene photos taken, and struggled to find and talk || m 

who still live in the neighborhood and fear for their lives. He said they were 100 feet away, saw 
the contact, heard it, saw Amilcar run between the two (parked) cars, then they heard the shots 
fired. Although he does not represent them, he promised them not to share their 
identity/information except for the protections afforded by the Federal lawsuit that he will file 
tomorrow afternoon. However, I persuaded him to contact them and encourage them to 
participate in the OCC investigation. He just could not do so before his press release tomorrow 
at I lam at 44 Montgomery Street Lower Level in the conference room where he will release to 
the media a package (autopsy, photos, statements). 


04/22/15-1 discussed the above with ASI Ball, informed him I will be attending the press release, 
that would secure a media package for OCC, and he directed me to inform the OCC Chief 
Attorney to secure a copy of the official filing online thereafter. 

-email sent to OCC Chief Attorney IndsVargas. 

04/24/15- Went to Arnoldo Casillas press conference, but he gave all flash drives exclusively to 
the media and instead provided me with a dropbox.com email and password. 

He presented on a power point the private autopsy, photos, trajectory diagram report, etc. 
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-Met at the press conference, who said that she will call me. 

-emailed OCC Chief supervising attorney Vargas to seek info on Federal Lawsuit filing. 
-Appraised AS1 Ball of the press conference and discussed options to pursue at this juncture, 
-printed QIR, QPRL, QLAB, QALL ol and QRAP of Amilcar Lopez. 

-QIR reveals addresses and phones of witnesses, not the address 

-QALLFI of^^^^Hshows an address at Street in May 2006. 

Current Cel^^^^^^^^^. 1 called and spoke with him briefly. 

Due to the blocked OCC phone number, he doubted my identity. He does not 
have a voice mail activated and eventually wrote down the phone numbers to 
reach me. During multiple off-record conversations, he mentioned that he works 
at a|^^^Jrcstaurant and his days off are typically^^^^|and^^^^^|. 

He offered to meet me tonight at 6pm at the OIS scene so he could verify my identity, and 
coordinate giving a statement to the OCC. I convinced him to meet me at 5pm instead due 
to the vigil tonight at 6pm at the OIS scene, and he agreed. 


-I went to 24 lh /Folsom and to the OIS scene, called multiple times, but he did not 

answer or show up. I left my business card withH^^^^^J who knows and LM fo r 
H to pick up my business card with^^^^whocanvcrify my identity. 1 saw BMIR! 
I^^just prior to the vigil at the OIS scene, but she evaded committing to any available day next 
week, claimed to be too busy, but said (again) that she would call me. She dismissed me by 
saying that she had to go back to organize the vigil. 

called me later in the evening, apologized for not showing up, expressed that he 
retrieved my business card w/ phone numbers from^^^^^m, and said he will call me later. 


04/28/15- Faxed request to DEM for 911 calls and all broadcasts from both CADs. 

05/14/15-1 called Witness at his cell phone number but he d/n pick up and he 

still has not set up his voice mail to take messages. 4:25P.M. 


06/03/15- Read The Guardian article “Chronicle of a Death Untold: Why witnesses to killing of 
Latinos by police stay silent.” and heard the video made. One of the speakers is represented to be 
a Spanish speaking eye witness who is being translated by a female voice, which I believe is the 
voice ot The witness stated in Spanish: 

One of the officers approached Amilcar Perez Lopez from behind, her 
did not know that they were police officers, when they wanted to grab 
him, (se solto) he got away, and he remained standing in between the two 
cars on the street. They (officers) told Amilcar to release the weapon (not 
knife), and the weapon dropped there. The police were there, and as soon 
as the weapon fell, they shot at him. 
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-I called Witness at 9:40 A.M. and 9:58 A.M. to his cell phone number, but he 

did not pick it up. His cell phone says that he has not set up his voice mail to take messages. 

-LMTC for Arnoldo Casillas, esq. (323)725-0917 w/^^. 

06/15/15- No Call from Att. Casillas, still witness does not pick up my calls. 


06/15/15- Rec’d DEM CD with 911 calls & broadcasts: 


Transcribed separately. 

09/11/15-1 asked SI Maxson to convene a case conference with DD Baltazar and someone from 
the legal team to discuss this case and obtain permission to proceed with 2 Q2 interviews. 



10/05/15-1 asked and met w/ SI Maxson to discuss this OIS case. I verbally summarized the 
evidence on hand, the independent information acquired from talking with^^^^^^^| at the 
scene, the photos of the discharges, and my review of the statement given by Q2 Eric Reboli to 
Homicide Detail. SI Maxson told me I would not be able to interview two officers until the D.A. 
issues its declaration letter, and directed me instead to communicate with DD Baltazar to 
schedule a case conference on this OIS. 

10/23/15- Inv. Aulet out on VA until 12/04. 



12/04/15- Inv. Aulet returned to duty. 

12/24/15- ASI Flecther shared OCC-SFPD Document Request and Tracking Form for OIS cases. 


12/29/15-1 asked Inv. Ivas to transfer electronic OCC-SFPD Document Request and Tracking 
Form for OIS cases used and submitted to SFPD Legal Division with our 3/26/15 non-routine 
request. 


12/29/15- SI Maxson has been out ill this week. I emailed DD Baltazar a request to be removed 
from the intake rotation until I can update this case and accomplish interviewing the two officers 
involved in this OIS case. 
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02/03/16- DD Baltazar emailed SI Ball re: assignment of OCC Att. Fortes to the case. 

02/26/1informed and handed me today's article 
about Amilcar Perez Lopez in the SF Examiner, which states there is a vigil tonight. I called 
attorney and a lady gave me his cell phone numbei^^^^^^^|. told 

me the vigil is from 5-6pm at the location of the OIS on Folsom Street and the people will then 
march to Valencia 1FO Mission Police Station. 1 informed SI Ball, DD Baltazar, and Director 
Hicks of my intent to attend the vigil to look for the 3 outstanding witnesses in fear. 


-I met Attorney Arnoldo Casillas on Folsom Street. I requested his help to gel in contact w/ the 
two roommate witnesses of Amilcar Perez and he said they were on site. I asked him to 
introduce them to me and he said “No.” I asked him to point them out to me and he said, “No.” 

I asked him to let them know who I was and that I will be outside Mission Station where the 
crowd will congregate. He said “OK.” I had seen^^^^^^^| but she walked away from me. 


-I drove to an alley across from Mission Street and walked to the crowd when everyone was 
around. I saw Att. Casillas again and repeated in Spanish that I was there for the witnesses; he 
responded in Spanish that “We were there” and kept walking w/ his child. 

-I saw^^^^^^^| in the crowd and asked to speak with her aside. She told me off-record 
that she was not a witness to the OIS, that she was in the area, that she only heard the rounds. 

It was obvious from my observations of her that she was an organizer. I told her that I knew that 
Amilcar witnesses were in the crowd and asked for her help to reach them. She did not deny it 
and asked what could she tell them to make them feel safe after they talk to me. I provided her 
two business card with my direct line, and offer to hear them in any way, meet them whenever, 
wherever and with whomever they wanted, and that included speaking as anonymous witness # I 
and #2 if that is how they wish to come forward. seemed unmoved but 

would convey the message and ask them on my b ehalf to at least call me with any question or 
concern they might want to ask about. This lime,^^^^| seemed more willing to talk to OCC 
and hear what the process had to offer aside from the anti OCC comments from the speakers on 
Folsom Street asking for not just a rubber stamp agency but the DOJ Civil Rights Division to 
take over this OIS as well as the Mario Woods OIS and to reopen the Alex Nieto investigation. 

even offer to shake my hand, which was a milestone from our two previous meetings in 

person. 




03/07/16- Putting OIS binders together: 


03/08/16 - New Homicide Lt. is Ed Yu ( 415)553 ' 1 I M unt i l Thumduy, then (415)553-1507 
Lt. Alexa O’Brien was promoted to Captain; Lt. Ed Yu will take over her position at Homicide. 

- Faxed separate NRR to Legal asking for: 

• Initial IR 150-178-555 dated 2/26/2015 with any/all attachments & all supplemental IRs; 
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• Audio recorded interview of 

• Audio recorded interviews of Q2 Domonique Ellis #1614, Q2 Joshua Cabillo #1014; 

03/09/16- Q2 Clemente at Legal called twice on behalf of Ins. Ravano, whom I spoke yesterday 
and he said that he would not do anything unless Legal receives an OCC request. It was just a 
courtesy call to let him know I would be requesting individual requests due to the limited space 
in Non-Routine Requests. Q2 Clemente said Ins Ravano wanted clarification on the request of 
the “audio recordingofR/W^^^^^^^J.” Q2 Clemente suggested I convey “any and all 
recordings of 1 agreed but he called minutes later saying Ravano rejected the 

any and all language and required a new request with specific date and time information. 1 told 
Q2 Clemente there is only one interview as far as I understand from his chronological and it was 
2/26 @ 0200 hours. Q2 Clemente conveyed the information but minutes later he called back 
saying that Ins. Ravano wanted OCC to submit another NRR with the date and time specifically 
requested in writing. 

-I discussed the above at length with SI Ball and we redacted the following NRR to fax: 
03/09/16- Faxed NRR for copies of Any and all unredacted SFPD chronologicals of investigation 
m|; and copies of any and all audio recordings of and all civilian 

witnesses interviewed in relation to SFPD Case no.150-178-555. 

03/09/16- Comp. called after 1pm inquiring about the OCC investigation and I 

shared my conversation with^^^^^^^| last week during the vigil in that I would be willing 
to meet the two witnesses whenever, wherever and whomever they want to hear their testimony 
or to simply answer questions about their concerns. 


03/11/16- Sent 365-day status notice to comp. Smith. Copy on file. 

03/17/16 - I sent and email to Acting Senior Investigator Ball to have Inv. Aulet notice the 
interviews of the subject officers ASAP. 

lljttrwij ^Jortei 

03/18/16- Q2 Clemente at Legal Division explained that|^^^^^^| at the building on 3 rd 
Street maintain s the request documentations and copies of what was actually sent to OCC. 
corroborated that SFPD had sent only 3 CDs in April of 2015. 

— 

Reported to CW an opening and printing problems with 1 SFPD CD. 


03/21/16- Transcribing DEM recordings 
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03/23/16- Rec'd SFPD Legal Response with: 

Recordings of Q2 Domonique Ellis #1614 & Q2 Joshua Cabillo #1014 

Summaries of each on share drive case folder, individually id'd. 



03/25/16- Finished DEM transcripts. 

-Contacted SFMTA contact for updated list of current Division 
Superintendents, etc 

-Contacted SFMTA Central Control Sr. Operations Manager, Jeff 
Chapel re: Any F/U by SFMTA of operator sought after SFPD/DEM 
asked SFMTA dispatcher at central control to contact 4 operators 
of 4 coaches identified to see if he/she stopped by OIS scene & 
stopped to ask if everything was okay before proceeding on the 
run. 

-emailed SFMTA Video Unit Supervisor Shanin Shaikh re: 

4 Coaches footage, (see email w/ cc to Jeff Chapel) 

-SFPD Legal responded to 2nd NRR for a complete copy of the 
incident report with all supplemental reports with the same 
redacted information of every important witness in the case. 
Email to DD Baltazar about it. 



-SFPD Legal responded to NRR with CD of 4 items (shortcuts) that 
could not be opened on disk sent to Inv. Ivas in 2015. They are: 

1) IAD 15-003 interview of Q2 Reboli on 3/11/15 by Sgt. Crudo & 
Altofer. Att. Peter A. Furst, law student Teresa Shoemaker; 

2) (2) Google photographs of 2800 block of Folsom Street and 
drawing notes during IAD interview of Q2 Reboli on 3/11/2015; 

3) Transcript of IAD Q2 Reboli's interview; and 

4) Request from IAD Sgt. Crudo to DEM for all CAD and audio 
recorded items related to CAD 3716. 


03/29/16- - Faxed NRR to SFPD Legal for items 33-37 in OIS 
tracking form (Medical Examiner register, investigator's report, 
autopsy report, toxicology report, and wound trajectory diagrams. 

-Case discussion with DD Baltazar. Informed the SFPD Legal will 
release civilian witness tapes tomorrow under separate cover. 
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NRR asking for SFMTA coaches footage shall also include any 
private property surveillance footage retrieved from the 
canvassing conducted on the 2800 block on Folsom Street. 

-Rec'd SFPD Legal response dated 3 /25/16 saying they would 
provide the audio recording of under separate 

cover. 

03/30/16- Faxed NRR to SFPD Legal for items 39-40 (Medical 
Examiner's Property Receipt & Photos) in OIS tracking form. 


-Faxed NRR to SFPD Legal for items 57-58 (surveillance footage 
from SFMTA coaches & Private residences in 2800 block of Folsom) 
in OIS tracking form. 


Althouc 


know that witness 


works or worked in a 


in SF, I learned that the SF Health Care 
Security Ordinance does not create any City database to tap into 
for restaurants with over 20 employees. Moreover, no City 
enforcement agency like OLSC gathers employee identity and wage 
related information unless an audit is conducted based on a 
complaint. Therefore, there is no reverseskiptracing method 
available to track down the workplace of -I 

called his cell phone # but he did not answer and it went to a 
voice mail that still has not been set up. 


-Faxed NRR to SFPD Legal for items 52-53 on the OIS tracking form 
(Materials presented to FDRB & FDRB Findings & Recommendations) 

-Rec'd 17 CDs and Homicide chronos, no^IA^^Told Julie. 

04/0^16- Reviewed all 17 CD's, RP and RW3 

were not included. -Detailed email discussed with DD 
Baltazar prior to sending it to Lt. Waaland. 

—^ ~ 

04/04/16- DD Baltazar directed me to do another NRR for part 1 of 
the 3/9/16 outstanding NRR asking for any and all Chronological 
report (homicide/IAD) by specifically asking for the IAD chronos 
because Legal staff is "getting confused." DD Baltazar added 
that he would communicate with Lt. Waaland to maintain SFPD 
within compliance and have them produce the IAD chronos by the 
due date of 4/07/16, the 21th working day after 3/9/16. 

-Faxed the NRR as per DD Baltazar. 
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To follow up with DD Baltazar if on 4/7/16, SFPD Leqa^doe^not 
pro vide the recordin gs and written statements of 
and mH|. Also discussed with DD Baltazar based on 

the entries b^Homicide wherein those two recordings were not 
provided to the D.A. either and the D.A. went to retrieve them in 
person the following morning. 

04/12/16-398-day status notice copy is not in the case file. 

04/18/16- Received numerous NRR SFPD Legal Responses : 

1) OIS Tracking Form items 52)Materials presented to FDRB and 
53)FDRB Findings & Recommendations/ SFPD responded the 
information is "Non-responsive" and upon inquiry DD Baltazar 
explained OCC is not entitled to said information. DD Baltazar 
kept a copy of the response for ? 

2) IAD Q2 Craig Tiffe audio recording, transcript, photos, and 
drawings used. The CD contained the audio recording of his IAD 
interview and the transcript. The 2 B/W Goggle photos and diagram 
used by Q2 was provided in print. 

3) OIS Tracking Form items 57-58)All videos/audio surveillance 
footage rec'd from SFMTA coaches & residential property in 2800 
block of Folsom Street about 2/26/15. 

4) OIS Tracking Form items 33)Medical Examiner's Register; 

34)Medical Examiner Investigator's Report (2 sided Guatemalan 
Consulate ID Card w/ deceased) (Girlfriend & Roommate's names or 
contact info not in report); 35)Necropsy) Report (Cause of death 
= multiple gunshot wounds/Ethanol present) 

Gunshot Wound Trajectory #1 (Wounds "A" and "H")-(Head) Entrance 
on left posterior scalp 1.25" from top of the head and 2.5" left 
of rear midline traveled through left parietal/occipital to right 
frontal/parietal skull. This wound track traveled from back to 
front, left to right and slightly downward (Clothing) through the 
left back of cap and left back of hooded sweatshirt and comes out 
through the front right of the hood of the hooded sweatshirt 
representing Wound "H" without soot or unburned gunpowder 
particles. 

Gunshot Wound Trajectory #2 Wound "B" and Projectile #5- (Chest, 
Abdomen, Back) 

Entrance on left back 16.5 inches from top of the head and 2.5" 
left of posterior midline is an entrance wound "B" w/ 
circumferential abrasion ring from 7 to 3 o'clock. The round 
made contact with the 8 th left rear rib , the left lung, the 
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inferior/posterior, fracturing left 5 th front rib, lodging into 
the front left part of the chest. There was no exit wound from 
this projectile identified as #5 but a blue/red contusion. 

This wound track traveled from the back to front, slightly 
downward and neither significantly rightward nor leftward without 
soot or unburned gunpowder particles. 

Gunshot Wound Trajectory #3 (Wound C and projectile #4) - (Right 
upper back) Entrance on right upper back almost 14" below the top 
of the head and 3.75" right of rear midline is wound "C" without 
soot or unburned gunpowder particles on the skin. This wound 
track traveled and made contact fracturing the rear 4 th rib, the 
rear right hilum of the lung {just above the middle of the 
mediastinal surface and behind the cardiac impression of the 
lung. It is nearer to the back (posterior border) than the front 
(anterior border)}, then into the back of the heart at the right 
atrium, coming out the right front ventricle, contacting the 3 rd 
rib space at the sternum before lodging in the left chest soft 
tissue. This wound track traveled from the back to the front, 
right to left and slightly downward without soot or unburned 
gunpowder. 

Gunshot Wound Trajectory #4 (Wound D, Wound G, and Projective #3) 
(Right back) Entrance on right back 18.5" below the top of the 
head and 2" rightward of rear midline is wound "D" with abrasion 
ring from the 6-11 o'clock position with a red linear abrasion at 
the 1 o'clock position and and at the 3 o'clock position. Again, 
no soot or unburned gunpowder. This wound track perforated the 
right rear 6 th rear rib, exit "wound G" on rear right of right 
arm 5" below right shoulder tip is partial proj#3. 

Recovered in soft tissue of right rear shoulder is a bullet 
(projectile #3) This wound track traveled from Amilcar's left to 
right, slightly upward and neither frontward nor backward. 

Gunshot Wound Trajectory #5 (Wounds E and I): 

Entrance on right back 18.5" below top of the head and 1.6 right 
of rightward of rear midline is entrance "wound E" with marginal 
abrasion ring, no soot or unburned gunpowder on the skin. The 
wound track perforates the 9 th rear rib, rear right diaphragm, 
right lower lung, exiting the right lower chest 19.5" below the 
top of the head and 4.5" right of front midline is "exit wound 
I." The wound track traveled from Amilcar's back to front, left 
to right, neither upward nor downward. No soot or unburned 
gunpowder particles are on the skin. 

Gunshot Wound, Extremities, Trajectory #6 (Wounds F and J): 
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Entrance on the right dorsal (forearm) arm, 9" below the right 
shoulder tip is entrance "wound F" with abrasion ring w/o soot or 
unburned gunpowder particles on skin. The wound track perforates 
the soft tissue exiting 8" below the right shoulder tip 
representing "exit wound J." Trajectory = back to front. 

On the back of the right sleeve of the green hooded sweatshirt 
and green shirt is "entrance wound F." 

Other Projectiles: See report for projectiles #8, #9, and #10. 

I received 203 Medical Examiner's photos, reviewed them and 
printed only those few that are visually pertinent. 



04/21/16- I LM with Helene, secretary of Attorney Casillas, about 
my dropbox.com request for the power point presentation made 
during the press conference last year, which was removed from the 
the law firm's dropbox.com account. 

04/26/16- Finished reviewing response to 3/30/16 NRR: 

12 DVD-R CDs of Muni coaches c/n be opened or contained nothing. 

3 DVD-R CDs of residential surveillance from Philz Coffee and 
2896 Folsom c/n be opened. A third from "Mission Store" a corner 
store contains footage before and after omitting 2136-2156 hours. 

-Discussed with SI Ball: l)email to Chris to check 14 DVD-R CDs. 
2)issue new NRR for specific 20 minutes missing from Mission 
Store surveillance footage -NRR Faxed. We also discussed the 
need to make specific NRR requests for footage possibly retrieved 
from numerous residential addresses where different officers 
noted seen cameras aiming toward Folsom Street, which were NOT 
among the recent CDs received from SFPD Legal. 

04/27/16- Completed review of the recordings during canvassing by 
Sgt. William Canning and Sgt. Daniel Dedet in the 2800 block of 
Folsom on 3/03/15. 

04/27/16- Chris reviewed the CD labeled "Philz Coffee," which 
actually looks the same as the footage (.dat) from the other CD 
labeled "Mission Store" w/ missing footage from 2136-2156 hours. 
It goes from 2134-2215 hours. Is a view from the southwest 
corner of 24 th at Folsom Streets, but it's too far so that the 
top of the video footage does not reach the crime scene to view 
anything other than patrol cars emergency lights after the OIS. 
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-Chris attempted but c/n control the application of the CDs from 
SFMTA coaches that SFPD gave us. I gave him contact info to 

phone #s to assist OCC. 

(I retained 11 CDs, gave Chris 1 CD of Coach 8527 (2144 hours) to 
contact SFMTA) 

04/28/16-Today I gave Chris the CD of surveillance from 2896, 
which he could not open yesterday (.irf) 

04/28/16 -Faxed NRR fo r all Homicide audio and video recordings of 
witness 

04/28/16-Faxed NRR for all Homicide aud io and video recordings of 
(R/W3) reportee/witness . 

-Continue^transla^on/interpretation transcript of 1st interview 
of (V/W) on 2/27/15 @ 0200 hours at the homicide 

detail by Sgt. Dedet (Spanish) and Sgt. Ravano listening. 

-Sent NRR for color copy of photograph and d^cn^ttwised or 
generated during the Homicide interview of on 

2/27/15 @ 0200 hours. 

-Sent NRR for written statement of prepared at 

2865 Folsom Apt#l IFO Q2 Lin #4345 and given to Sgt. Levy #4216, 
and photos used/diagram generated during his homicide interview. 

04/29/16 - Sent 4 NRR to Legal for any surveillance footage from: 
* —'2-90-8 F&l-eom Street 

• 2890 Foloom Street 

• 3101 0 4 ** "Street 


05/11/16- continued working on OIS. 

Printed remaining CSI photos 
Summarizing Q2 Reboli homicide interview 

Completed draft of timeline 11 X 17, presented to SI Ball 

05/12/16-SI Ball did aninternet search of and a 

spy dialer searct^o^^^^^^^^^J t^n^avai^. 

-I called RP @ 


LMTC. 




05/12/^^^Re^^^w^^^^^^statement and audio recording of interview 
of No photographs/diagrams were found. 
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-Rec'd Legal Response: No surveillance video found @ 2894 Folsom 

No surveillance video found @ 2888 Folsom 

No surveillance video found @ 2890 Folsom 

-Rec'd Legal Response: "Mission Store" surveillance footageat 

Street from 2136-2156 hours was reviewed. RP 
is not seen walking Southbound on the west side of Folsom 
Street prior to the IOS as he testified. I also saw a ?M over 6 
feet tall in 1 color uniform with baseball cap/French beret 
running northbound on the west sidewalk of Folsom seconds after 
the OIS. There were also two males walking towards the bus 
shelter and turned around and ran north after hearing shots 
fired. The counter on Philz' Coffee video is 6-7 mins late as 
compared with DEM. 

-Rec'd Legal Response: Video recording of wit. 

05/12/16- began TranscribingWit^^^^^J's Homicide interview. 
Contacted & arranged tomorrow at 130pm. 

05/13/16- Completed transcript of Wit. s homicide 

interview. 

05/13/16 -Taped occ Friday 2:30pm 

ND-The offs failed to comply with DGO 5.20 . (Reboli/Tiffe) 

Witness prefers tobeaddressas^^| who said he has 

been about 15 years at called 911 on 

2/26/15 at 9:44pm. He was provided a 911 transcript this 
investigator prepared. He stated that he recently spoke with 
someone at the District Attorney's office, which would make this 
his 3 rd interview about the event. 

■ said he was coming home from a jog, which is usually from 
24 th Street than turn right or Southbound on Folsom Street. This 
night, he said, he crossed Folsom to walk home Southbound on the 
east side of Folsom Street where his home is located. He said it 
was winter so it was pretty dark, but the streetlights were on. 

He was walking at his regular pace and when he came up to the 4 th 
house, which he said was set back, he saw one man run out very 
fast and then saw another man running after him. At this time, 
he said that he was a little closer and saw that the door to the 
house was open and there was a bright light on that hallway. He 
also saw that the (second?) man had run downstairs after the l 3t 
man with a big shinny object, holding the knife pointed up, 
parallel to the table (vertical). H said he could not remember 
in which hand he (2nd man) was holding it and since he is left 
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handed that is why he was simulating holding it w/ his left hand. 
This observation was very fast, he said. 

said the distance between the two men was about 20 feet. 

The front guy ran across Folsom street in a Southwest angle away 
from him to the front of a car parked on the West side of Folsom 
in a fade spot in front of a driveway, where only 1 car fits. 

WM sa id the man with the knife was chasing the 1 st guy. 

Both wererunning back and forth around the car two or three 
times. thought to himself that since they were out of the 

away perhaps he should get home but that thought lasted about 5 
seconds. At that point, the l 3t guy running away ran towards him 
to about 6 feet away. Both guys, the guy running away and the 
one wit h t he knife, both ran around him very quickly on the East 
side. said he stood still before they darted away across the 

str eet toward the parked car in a Southwest direction, 
said he lives 

OCC photo #6 shows the blue house with yellow trimming next to 
the pink house, which is the side of the street that both 
sub jects ran towards, he said, on the West side. 

said OCC Photo #10 depicts the house with a setback and a 
small tree. 


At this time, said he darted North on Folsom Street towards 

house, but instead walked on the middle of the street towards 
the bus stop as he told "Siri" to call 911, but he did not hear 
when (DEM) dispatcher answered because he believed he was telling 
the b us d river "He's running with a knife over there." At this 
time, said he did not know on which side of the street the 

two guys were, he lost track of them behind him. 

m said the bus driver opened the front door and he told 
Homicide that the driver told him, "I don't care," closed the 
door, and drove off. m do not recall telling homicide that the 
driver told him "I don't care" it was more like the driver acted 
as if he did no^cai^^^hou^say^ic^inyth^mc^^^^^vej^^ied^hat 
bus was im 

clarified that he told Homicide that there were no passengers 
inside the bus because he did not see any passenger considering 
that he never stepped up the entry steps of the bus to see 
whether there were any passengers in it or not. said his 

view from where he stood maybe was not possible to see if there 
were passengers inside. 

said that is when the DEM operator came on and he told her 
that he was on 24 th Street and Folsom and dispatcher asked her 
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what happened. corroborated that he told dispatcher that he 

was going home, there is one man chasing another with a knife and 
upon the question by dispatcher of his direction, he said on 
Folsom. corroborated that dispatcher asked the height of the 

subject with the knife and that he replied he did not know, but 
he is shorter than him, probably 5'5" and then told dispatcher 
that both were 5'5" and described that one had a light jacket but 
that both had their hats on so he could not see their faces. 
corroborated that dispatcher asked if the hats were baseball hats 
and that he replied, "No, more like you know beanies." 


HI further corroborated that while standing IFO the bus shelter, 
he could not see both subjects Southbound on Folsom. He further 
corroborated that he could barely see from the bus shelter the 
location whe re h e had been with both subjects when they ran 
around him. ^H said all he could see from the bus shelter was 
the third house from where he stood behind the bus shelter closer 
to 24 th Street, meaning that the bus shelter was in his line of 
vision when he looked Southbound on Folsom Street. |^H stated 
that the last time he had visual contact with both subjects was 
"right after the tree" when both subjects crossed the street 
(Folsom) towards the East side where the parked car. ^H said 
that he did not want to tell Homicide that he heard the subjects 
saying things to each other inSpanishatthattime because he 
has lived long enough in SF to know that 

what he heard did not sound like typical Spanish to him, and he 
knows there are other dialects. He has friends and co-workers 
who speak Spanish, but what he heard was different and perhaps 
was a native Indian dialect that they were say^ig to each other. 
HI said he understands only 5% of Spanish. HI confirmed that 
the reason he used "bla-bla-bla" to describe to Sgt. Chris 
Canning of Homicide what one of subjects said was because it was 
^n a language other than Spanish that he could not recognize. 

^H said he did not hear either subject say "Bicicleta," which 
stands for bicycle or "Bici," which is an abbreviation of bicycle 
during the time he heard them yell at each other. 

|^| said he never saw a bicycle or the mountain bicycle depicted 
in Pic #31 during this entire incident. Afte r the OIS, ^H said 
he could not get home, but was escorted from 



hehas never seeneither subject or 

Amilcar) on However, ^H reco 9 n i zec * the house both 

ran out of as a house where people in their 60's typically hang 
out to drink out in the front. 
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explained that when he first saw one man running after 
another, he had an Apple white ear bud connected to his IPhone 
wit h a white button that he pushes to make a telephone call, 
m said that both subjects were near him, about 6', just for a 
few seconds because they were running so fas t, b ut that is when 
he held the button to ask Siri to call 911. said he was 

walking when he made this 911 call. When reminded of his 
statement to Homicide about showing the inspectors the 
application Runstastic to show that he was moving at 5 MPH when 
he made his 911 call, said he possibly walked backwards or 

might have said run backwards quickly from the corner of Phil'z 
Coffee building at the corner on 24 th Street and when he heard 
the 4 shots, he ducked low and ran Westbound on 24 th Street 
tow ards Guadalupe or Guadalajara Taqueria on Shotwel l S treet. 

said he first heard sirens and then the shots. said that 

an unknown older white female hanging out by the bus shelter told 

him, "Tell them to come, tell them to come!" and he replied, 

"They're coming." It was not until he heard the sirens that he 

realized that police was there. 

was read portions of his conversation with the DEM 
dispatcher: Dispatcher asked him if he was ass hauling towards 
25 th or if they (subjects) came back running after him. | 
responded, "Still on Folsom, on Folson^ on Folsom" "On Folsom 
right in the middle of the block." further responded to the 

DEM dispatcher that the two subjects were on the east side of 
Folsom. Asked how he knew they were in the middle of the block 
is he could not see them from behind the bus shelter, said he 

was giving dispatcher a description of where he saw most of the 
actions, but he did not see the lights of a vehicle approaching 
from 25 th Street the middle of the block^^Once he heard the 
shots, he said that he hit the ground. crawled and did not 

bel ieve he looked in the direction of Folsom Street any further, 
m said he ducked down and went around the corner, out of sight 
without looking again towardsFolsom to see if there was a light 
pointed in his direction. m said that he could not recall his 
conversation with dispatcher when she asked him why he was 
huffing and he said that he said, "I am not there, I left there. 

I go a Howard. Taqueria." said when he heard the shots 

everything changed. He realized that he was trying to help, 
calling in harms way, and should have gotten the hell out of 
there. 


said, "I not regret calling because I felt that it was a 
serious situation in which a man was being chased that could have 
been seriously hurt and I would want someone to call if that was 
me, because you see that street, you might live there, but it is 
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kind a dark place. There's a lot of stuff going so." The street 
is lit but it has the yellow lights, he said, but is also a 
street in which people say to yell fire because if you yell for 
help, people do not want to get involved so when he heard the 
shots, he pretty much told dispatcher that she got enough help 
from him, and he was gone even though he was relieved to hear the 
sirens. 


im| said he knew someone might have been hurt, shot because there 
is no where to hide,^everything is all gated up, but he did not 
know who had shot. believed that the man being chased got a 

gun and shot the man with the knife as a last resort. It was his 

impression that the man he saw with the knife was chasing the 
other with the intention to harm him with the knife. 


Asked about what he told Homicide when he was hiding behind the 
bus shelter and mentioned "The trees being right there so I had 
no clear view at the time the gunshots were heard, but could 
still hear the scuffling and the chasing ai^und each other but I 
was trying to give 911 the descriptions," ^^^said that he could 
truly still hear the scuffling and chasing7^^|^| said one could 
hear foot (steps) prints from about a half a block away, one 
could hear someone running. said when one hears him in the 

911 recording yelling out, "Hey" he yelled towards the two guys 
on purpose trying to slow down the action, to let them known that 
people were watching them, because they were still scuffling at 
that point. However, he could not describe where they were. 

From his perception, both had gone back to the East side of 
Folsom when he yelled, "Hey!" because he had begun to walk away 
towards 24 th Str eet when dispatcher told him not to get anywhere 
near them. explained that his comment to Homicide that he 

could see far away general movement on the East side of Folsom 
Street, and told 911 for the police to come to 2883 Folsom, on 
the East side, was only referring to his observations few seconds 
earlier because he could not see them. 


said the same officers who transported him from the Taqueria 
to his house told him that they (Police) needed to speak with him 
at the station, but instead transported him later on to the Hall 
of Justice on Bryant Street, ^^categorically stated that he 
did not see anything that happened in front of 2857 Folsom St. 


shared via a personal email with OCC his "Runtastic" screen 
shot that he showed a D.A. investigator in orde r to go over his 
joggin g locations when he was interviewed, m said the color 
m on the image depicts when he moved from one sidewalk to 
the street, not the other side, and that is why the App is not 
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completely accurate. The Yellow represents the beginning of his 
run traveling South on Folsom towards 25 th Street to Valencia 
Street, turn around and come back Eastbound on 24^ Street 
because there are more people on it at night. said there is 

a time stamp of 9:40(pm) on the App representing the time he 
started running and the total duration of his run is 1 hours, 12 
minutes, and 17 seconds, which included the time he saw these two 
men. 



said Red in image represents fast and Green represents slow. 


m admitted that since the image on the screen shot shows Orange 
rather than Red when he moved away from the two subjects, he 
possibly moved a little faster onto a fast walk or light run away 
from harm at 5 mph. 


■ said there are no witnesses to the OIS in his household. 

also said that no one other than Homicide and OCC has 
interviewed him. 



said he d/n know how the house at 2857 Folsom looks like, 
said 2863 Folsom Street is the wrong side of the OIS. 


ND-The offs failed to comply with DGO 5.08.( same) 

■ was not present to hear or see the officers' interactions 
with Amilcar Perez-Lopez to either prove or disprove this 
allegation. 


UF- The offs used excessive force during a detention.(same) 

was not an eyewitness to the OIS. 


05/16/16- OIS Case meeting with SI Ball & OCC Att. Fortes. 
05/18/16- Sent witness NTA to Q2 Cabillo 1014 - Fri 5/31 @ 6pn^^ 
05/19/ 16- Met at SFMTA security video unit with supervisor mm 
WHH- The DVD-R SFPD provided OCC played at SFMTA unit. 

showed me the original 12 requests from SFPD Sgt. 

Chris(topher) Canning for specific runs, lines, coaches. Only 2 
include the time of 21:47:20. Therefore, I asked/obtained new 
copies of: Run 258 Line 67 Coach 8522 
Run 246 Line 67 Coach 8522. 

These 2 DVD-R played without problem at SFMTA security unit. 
05/19/16-The new 2 SFMTA copies of coach 8522 did not play at OCC 

-Sent a dropbox.com link requesting for said 

footage. 

Working from desktop to continue writing summaries of Q2 Reboli, 
Q2 Tiffe per case meeting discussion, create commands log before 
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& after the IOS prioritizing scheduled wit. Q2 Cabillo interview. 



05/24/16- Rec'd SFPD Legal Response with IAD Return to Duty power 
point presentation to the SF Police Commission - 11/05/2015: 

The section "Preceding Officers' Arrival," it omits that dispatch 
updates included that both subjects were yelling in Spanish. 


05/24/16- Asked CSI Lt. Brian Devlin if CSI could produce sketch 
of scene to scale without casing numbers or the body. He checked 
with Capt. Mar, who denied the request and directed OCC to 
proceed per the document protocol. 


Consulted with SI Ball per above Department denial, he suggested 
removing with whiteout the numbers and the body. I did and 
further consulted with assigned OCC attorney, M. Fortes, about 




05/25/16-Called V/W ® Current Cell 

still has not set up voice mail, cannot take messages. (| 

on May 2006) During second Homicide interview he 
stated that his new address is (not revealed) somewhere in 



05/25/16- I made contact with wit. . He told me 
that he was not s aying yes or no to talk to me, and re ferred me 
to his attorney, 



I spoke w/ 


We shared direct lines 
is her direct line to follow up after she speaks 


SFDPA-0134-15 -000056 


















OFFICE OF CITIZEN COMPLAINTS 
COMPLAINT WORK SUMMARY 


OCC C ASE #: 134-15 
NAME: 

INV: Aulet 
PAGE: 24 of 101 

DATE & ACTIVITY (DATE & SIGN AFTER FINAL ENTRY ON EACH PAGE) 

, because she only represents him on 

This attorney never responded afterwards. 



05/26/16-Apprised SI Ball of the above contact w/ Wit. 

05/26/16- I spoke this AM with Helene, secretary of Att. Ant onio 
Casilla s. She found the em ail she had sent to Mr. Casillas, ££ 
imimi. She forwarded the same email to Mr. 
Casillas that she had provided on my behalf on April 21, 2016. 
Minutes later, Helene called me. She said that she conveyed the 
dropbox.com message with standing request from me. However, she 
said Mr. Casillas is off site and he only asked for my email, 
which I provided to her. 





05/27/16- Taped ( Wit. Joshua Cabillo #1019 ) OCC 

ND-The offs failed to comply with DG0 5.20.(Reboli/Tiffe) 

Q2 Cabillo said he was not in close proximity before the OIS to 
know whether or not DGO 5.20 was complied with. 

Q2 Cabillo said he has been a SFPD officer for 3 years and 1 
month and is certified by the SFDHR as a bilingual officer in the 
Spanish language but could not confirm it was since May 13, 2014. 

Q2 Cabillo believed he and Q2 Domonique Ellis were unit 3D14D and 
were assigned to the 4 car sector on February 26, 2015. He said 
they responded to this (222) person with a knife call for service 
after DEM put (assigned) somebody else to it so he believed that 
he was a back up unit. Q2 Cabillo said he did not know CAD still 
had him and Q2 Ellis as the (PRIU) primary unit. 

Q2 Cabillo said that despite his statement to Homicide (that he 
was about 200 yards from 24 th Street when he first heard 4-5 
gunshot rounds but was unclear where they came from), he recalled 
they drove Southbound a quarter of a block into Folsom past 24 th 
Street when he first heard the 4-5 gunshots. 

Q2 Cabillo did not believe he broadcasted, "Shots fired!" 
estimated that he exited their patrol car about 10 car lengths 
away from the OIS scene. He said that he probably did exit the 
patrol car with his weapon drawn if he was the passenger. He 
walked Southbound on Folsom Street, but could not remember if it 
was on the street or on the sidewalk. (He told Homicide: "I got 
out of the car with my firearm drawn and went along the west 
sidewalk scanning where the gunshots were coming from.") Q2 
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Cabillo still could not remember his actions at that time. He 
was not looking at Q2 Ellis, he said. 

Q2 Cabillo said about 10 seconds later, from the West sidewalk of 
Folsom St., he saw Q2 Reboli and Q2 Tiffe and immediately 
recognized them as Mission Station plainclothes officers. He was 
surprised of their close proximity to the OIS scene. 

UF-The offs used excessive force during a detention.(same) 

Q2 Cabillo saw Q2 Reboli standing over the subject with his 
firearm pointed at him. He saw the subject was face down on the 
ground. (See XI in OCC diagram) Q2 Cabillo said he saw Q2 Tiffe 
standing on scene but could no longer recall where (X2-not done) 
or if Q2 Tiffe had his weapon drawn too. 

Since he did not see Q2 Reboli firing his weapon, he figured that 
whatever happened had been done. "I came up, think I tried to 
ask questions, but did not get anything (any response). The 
officers looked kind of shocked or in disbelief. He had to put 
two and two together to figure out that the officers had fired on 
the subject because no one was really talking to him." Q2 
Cabillo said when he looked down at the subject, there was a 
knife close to him but now he was not sure where he said (to 
Homicide) the knife was located. Q2 Cabillo did not remember 
telling Homicide inspectors that he saw the knife about 3 ft 
ahead of the subject's head. 

Q2 Cabillo said he walked from the West sidewalk closer to the 
two OIS officers on the opposite side of Folsom Street. From 
that street position next to Q2 Reboli (See M=me in OCC diagram) 
Q2 Cabi llo said he sa w the second subject listed in IR as the 
victim standing in the general area of the East 

sidewalk (See V area in OCC diagram) from where he told 
to sit down somewhere on the curb line. He could not remember 
where was Q2 Ellis. He could not recall tel^m^Hom^^^that he 
told Q2 Ellis to detain that second subject . He 

could notrecallatthis time whether or not Q2 Ellis moved 
towards ^mm|H|^Htodetain him. Q2 Cabillo said he did not 
know the^roleof^^^^^^^^^^J at that time. Q2 Cabillo 
maintained th at he could not remember if Q2 Ellis moved towards 
to hand cuff him or not. He also CNR whether he 
moved towards with Q2 Ellis. He CNR if he went to the 

East sidewalk. He said that he just CNR at this time. 
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ND-The offs failed to comply with DGO 5.08.(same) 

Where they displaying their stars outside their clothing? 

Q2 Ellis said in her statement to Homicide that an of^^e^pushed 
heraside to continue handcuffing the second subject 
m) but Q2 Cabillo CNR if it was he whom she pushed. He 
recalled a whole lot of people arriving on scene. Q2 Cabillo 
said he CNR if he went in there to help her, Q2 Ellis, or not. 

Q2 Cabillo believed that while in position M on the street, he 
made a brief observation of the subject face down on the street 
before he broadcasted (as 3D14D), "We are going to need a 408 for 
a 20-years-old male, gunshot to the (pause) chest." Q2 Cabillo 
said his pause to describe the location of the gunshot wound 
brief and he tried to look fast at the injury to provide dispatch 
because that is what dispatch wants them to provide. He could 
not say what were the lighting conditions of the scene, and could 
not recall the lights of the unmarked vehicle on pointing in his 
direction as well as the direction of the subject on the ground. 

ND-The officer failed to properly handle evidence.(ID Pending) 

Q2 Cabillo also stated that he did not know whether the subject 
(Amilcar) was still face down when he broadcasted the request for 
an ambulance "Because I remember someone (Q2 Obidi) working on 
CPR and I think they had to turn him over to administer CPR so I 
do not know if that's when CPR was being done or like when I was 
initially putting it out. I do not know if when someone was 
doing CPR and I turned him around already, and that's why I could 
put that out." 

Q2 Cabillo said that he could not remember exactly what Q2 Obidi 
was doing to answer whether Q2 Obidi's hands were on the 
subject's chest for him to pause before broadcasting that the 
gunshot was to his chest. Q2 Cabillo just remember Q2 Obidi over 
the subject and it looked like he was administering aid. 

Q2 Cabillo then said that he CNR if Q2 Obidi told him or if he 
saw that happening, but he assumed Q2 Obidi had Amilcar while 
administering CPR because that is how they are trained. Q2 
Cabillo said he saw blood on Amilcar's chest and assumed that is 
where was a gunshot wound. He knew Amilcar was bleeding but did 
not know where from, he said. Q2 Cabillo CNR if Q2 Tiffe made a 
loud verbal command by the time he broadcasted the 408 request. 

Q2 Cabillo believed that af te^l^^ambu^nce request, he went 
over to talk to the victim even though he did not 

know his ro^^a^tha^^^me. Q2 Cabillo did not know if he 
handcuffed but recalls he was handcuffed. Q2 

Cabillo CNR who started their conversation, but said he recalled 
could not stop talking as soon as he approached him. 
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Q2 C abillo r ealized too much was happening, that he would forget 
what was saying so he recorded (pa rt) of the ir 

conversation. Q2 Cabillo CNR specifically statements^ 

to him as he described them to Homicide, he just recalled 
said in gener al that the guys saved his life. Q2 Cabillo could 
not recall if ^^Hsaid the officer in tan pants was who saved 
his life because talked b efore an d after his recording. 

Q2 Cabillo looked up and believed referred to Q2 Reboli. 

Q2 Cabillo believed Q2 Reboli was still at the same location 
where he had first seen him standing. (See XI in OCC diagram) 

Q2 Cabillo responded that he does NOT remem ber Q2 R eboli kneeling 
by the subject. Q2 Cabillo did not know if was aware he 

was being recorded with a tele phone. Q 2 Cabillo could not 
remember who he spoke to about s recorded statement but 

he did mention it to several people at the scene. Therefore, he 
said that he could have given name and contact 

information to more than one person on scene, but it was probably 
somebody from Homicide Division. 

Q2 Cabillo said his remarks to Homicide about^^^^^| responding 
to him in English despite him speaking to m^inSpanish 
occurred off record before his recording. Q2 Cabill o did n ot 
know what is an "LEP." Q2 Cabillo said he spoke to when 

he feels that someone speaks Spanish in order to gain trust and 
communi cate in his native language, but for unknown reason 

would answer and felt more comfortable answering him in 

English. 

Q2 Cabil lo recalled te lling Homicide Division that fromthe 
briefing gave him on Folsom Street, told 

him off record that when the officers showed up, the subject 
turned on the off icers as well. Again, He CNR if it was before or 
after he recorded Q2 Cabillo described his recording was 

brief because the scene was fresh and chaotic whereby officers 
wanted to talk to him as they were arriving, but he instead 
pointed them to locate and talk to 3 other civilians nearby the 
OIS scene to talk to them before they leave because he did not 
know if they were in fact witnesse s so he delegated that task to 
them. When pressed whether or not in fact said "turned 

on the officers," which I described as an English term of art not 
eas^^acquired by an LEP, Q2 Cabillo said he did not think 
said thatbut something along those lines and then 
acknowledged ^^^^^^may have used other words, which he did not 
know what they were. He explained, "It was a summary of his 
account." Wh en asked whether he remained on scene to provide 
mmmilH language assistance as an LEP victim, Q2 Cabillo 
thought for a few seconds and then quickly said, "No, no." He 
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could not recall exactly what he did thereafter, but recalled 
waiting hours to speak with Homicide inspectors. No one asked 
him to remain on scene to obtain an a ccurate and prompt statement 
in Spanish from this crucial witness, he said. Q2 

Cabillo could not remember how long he remained at the OIS scene. 
He CNR the unmarked vehicle on scene 

(The matter and manner in which Q2 Cabillo porti^yed his failure 
to recollect an important observation about mU s off-record 
statements is suspicious. His discrepancies among unrecorded 
statements in English after saying that Abraham used the English 
term of art "turned on the officers," when Abraham is obviously 
an LEP raises serious credibility questions about the 
believability of Q2 Cabillo (BAJI 2.20), not to mention about him 
altering the evidence (BAJI 2.03) and his repeated failure to 
explain adverse evidence (BAJI 2.00) 


06/03/16- I came across SFMTA Video Security Supervisor 
m in SFMTA underground. I asked if she had received a 
response from her superiors regarding SFMTA videos to OCC via 
dropbox.com. She asked iflhad received an email response and I 
replied that I had not. said SFMTA will not provide OCC 

access via the cloud to their coach videos for being an unsecured 
platform. She would be amenable to flash drives since CDs do not 
play at our stations. 


06/07/16- I shared the above information with OCC I.S. Analyst 
CW, and I am awaiting his response. Later this evening, CW and I 
spoke re: another Firefox crash issue but there was no response. 


6/07/16- I called 

whose voice mail states she is out from 5/27 to 6/13. LMTC. 

Inv. Aulet 


06/09/16- SI Ball notified me that from a meeting Executive 
Directo^icks and DD Baltazar had with complainant 
mmi and unknown third WM, the dire ctiv^^ne is: 

allowed to contact witnesses - ^ and 

2) DD E. Baltazar will communicate with "The community" to see if 
those two witnesses will come forward; but 

3) Someone else will interview them if in fact they come forward. 
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I asked SI Ball to ask DD Baltazar if I wa^a^^prohibited to 
continue to pursue and persuade witness to come 

forward. SI Ball returned an hour later and reported that 
accordingtoDDBaltazar and ED Hicks, I can continue my attempts 
with for his OCC interview. 



06/10/16-SFMTA called, said someone 

spent two days listening to the SFMTA recordings in their 
"Genesis system" from 0400-1400 hours on 2/27/15 and found 
nothing in radio communications regarding my inquiry about any 
communications between an SFMTA operator and the DEM dispatcher. 
Mr. Chapel said dispatchers use fictitious names and a number 
while in central control, but none used #28 that evening. 

He said the schedule of the 3 dispatcher are: 

1) 0900-2200 hours; 

2) 1400-2400 hours; and 

3) 2100-0700 hours. 


He will find out & identify who was the dispatcher that worked 
from 2/26/15 2100 hours to 0700 hours on 2/27/15. (never did) 


— 1 _ 

06/13/16- 460-day status notice letter to sent and 

copy is in the case file. Email to L. Taylortoalertthat a 

letter was not generated for Co-complainant . 


06/23/16- LMTC for @ SFMTA Video Unit asking to 
come over tomorrow to view some of the 12 SFMTA videos that I 
cannot play at OCC monitors. 

NO call back all day. 



06/24/16- I obtained permission from SI Ball to take SFMTA DVDs 
home to try in personal laptop. They play on it w/o a problem. 


06/25/16- (Saturday) WAH 

MUNI Coach 8427: (2050-2105 hours) 20:57:30 Coach traveled 

eastbound on 24 th Street and when it reached Folsom, patrol car 
#15 was parked IFO Ralph's Coffee @ the S/W corner. 

MUNI Coach 8362: (2113 hours) Passes by OIS but neither one of 

two subjects is outside on either sidewalk. Too early. 

MUNI Coach 8452: (2113-2125 hours) Not in the OIS route! 
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MUNI Coach 8196: (2115-2125 hours) Not in the OIS route! It 

passed by Folsom Street while on 25 th Street at 21:22 hours 


MUNI Coach 8522: (2125-2150 hours) Passes by OIS northbound on 

Folsom at 21:27:47 hours but there is nobody on either sidewalk. 
The coach looped around and stopped at 21:43:46 hours southbound 
on Folsom by 24 th S treet. While the operator waits for 
something, a male walks on the street from the 

east side IFO this coach and to the front entry door and tells 
the operator (glasses) that there are two guys over there running 
with a knife and the operator closes the door and then utters to 
himself "call the police" as he takes off southbound on Folsom 
Street. This is the coach that passes coach #8527 in the 
opposite direction at 21:44:32 hours and at 21:44:34 hours, the 
male on the sidewalk (Amilcar Perez) moves onto the street by the 
rear of a SUV where the male on the street is in 

motion northbound on the street away from Amilcar Perez. 

( This video is at the same time as coach 8527 but was instead 

traveling Southbound on Folsom Street ) 


MUNI Coach 8335: (2134-2137 hours) Passed by OIS @ 2136 but 

neither subject is outside on either sidewalk. 


MUNI Coach 8339: (2138-2141 hours). The coach passes by the 

northeast corner of Folsom/25 th Streets at 21:39:13 where there 
is one male dressed in all black standing on the sidewalk near 
the corner. At 21:39:20 hours, the coach passes by the OIS and 
there is no bicycle or either subject on the east sidewalk. 
However, three houses north the OIS, there are two male subjects 
standing next to each other in the front yard, in front of the 
stairs facing Folsom Street. The taller subject dressed in black 
closer to the stairs wore a black/dark cap; the other shorter 
subject closer to the sidewalk appears to wear a gray baseball 
cap. These clothing items are consistent with Amilcar 

MUNI Coach 8711: (2140-2144 hours) Coach traveled eastbound on 

24 th Street, it passed by Folsom Street at 21:42: 10 hours. 


MUNI Coach 8527: (2144-2146) It shows at 21:44:15 hours 2 

subjects on the east sidewalk near the corner of Folsom/25 th St. 
One is dressed in gray/beige, the other in orange shirt and dark 
pants, both facing each other. The door of a Nissan Pathfinder 
is semi-open and when the coach moves north, a male subject exits 
driver's seat and walked toward the rear of the SUV to approach 
the 2 subjects on the east sidewalk. 
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MUNI Coach 8527, Line 67, Run 246) 2144-2146 hours : 

At 21:44:25 hours, a WM jogger passes right over the OIS scene 
running southbound on the east sidewalk, but nobody else is on 
the OIS scene. 

At 21:44:28 hours, three houses north of 2857 Folsom Street, 
there are two males outside in front of the property. One male 
is on the east sidewalk next to a bicycle laying on the sidewalk 
while a Latino dressed in all black and wearing a black backpack 
is standing on the street facing the subject on the sidewalk. 

Th e male on the street dressed in all black w/ a backpack might 
be and the male on the sidewalk might be Amilcar 

Perez. As the coach passed them and continued northbound on 
Folsom, the Latino on the street moved left towards the driver's 
door of the par ked SUV and away from the male on the sidewalk. 
(They're likely & Amilcar per interviews with 

homicide, where he drops his bicycle to run away from Amilcar.) 

Just two houses north of where and Amilcar were seen, a 

male/female couple is walking their small black dog northbound on 
the same eas t sidewalk. These witnesses must have seen and heard 
what and Amilcar were doing, saying to each other if they 

speak/understand Spanish. 

MUNI Coach 8527 (line 67):2 subjects visible on east sidewalk. 

MUNI Coach 8522 (line 67): One subject dressed in black at a 
distance is seen standing on the front yard of 2 Folsom St. 



07/01/16- I received a call before noon from 

(SFMTA) who was unwilling to accept a flash drive from OCC to 
duplicate the recordings froml2 SFMTA coaches, which cannot be 
played in OCC terminals. was unwilling to consider the 

possibility that these were a bad badge of copies, reiterated 
that the problem is with OCC computers, and th at our I.T person 
needed to step up to resolve our PC problems. said she 

would consult with SFMTA video shop further and get back to me on 
Wed 7/6/16. 



07/14/16- Email from SI Ball ok to postpone research of Police 
Commission statements on 7/13 and 7/6 re: DA statements and 
possible allegations about moving the body of the deceased prior 
to the arrival of the D.A. investigators as it relates to SFPD 
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notifications protocol. Per SI Ball, we are scheduling a meeting 
with OCC assigned attorney M. Fortes. 



07/20/16- Rec'd call inquiry while out SP from SI Ball re: 
date of NRR to SFPD Legal asking for return to duty presentation 
by IAD to Police Commission. Referred to red OCC binder with 
correspondence. 



08/17/16- Copy of 525 days-status notice is in the case file. 
11/16/16- checked DA's link to OIS letters. No letter yet. 



12/08/16- Rec'd email from SI Ball forwarding email from OCC Att. 
M. Fortes asking for case files (binders) by tomorrow at 2pm. 


—^ ~ 

12/09/16 - I received the case file box of binders and reviewed 
the entire CWS. I scheduled a meeting today with Deputy City 
Attorney Jim Hannawalt to come to the OCC to review the case 
file, but we rescheduled for Monday. 



12/29/16- Checked DA OIS website, no disposition yet. 
12/31/16- Inv. Aulet is out on VA returning 1/30/17. 



01/30/17- Inv. Aulet returned from VA. 
Attached is the copy of 684-day status notice. 


— 

02/21/17- During the month of February I prepared for both Q2 
interviews reviewing transcripts, discussing with SI Ball, and 
preparing for a meeting with team attorney John Alden after 
reviewing police commission meetings 7/6/16 and 7/13/16. 

02/22/17- I completed the review of both Police Commission 
meetings and will discuss them with SI Ball and Att. Alden Friday 
as part of the l 3t case briefing for DPA Att. Alden. 
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2/24/17 - Case review meeting between Inv. Aulet and SI Ball. 
Agreed on the following action items: 



6 weeks. Follow up on these interviews by developing a chain of 
custody on the body from the moment of the shooting to the time 
the Medical Examiner takes possession. 

- Inv. Aulet to seek PCR from medics via document request to 
SFPD in case they are within the possession of Homicide. 

- Inv. Aulet to confirm with existing evidence whether 8.11 
procedures at scene of OIS were followed, and if gaps appear, to 
fill them with appropriate interviews. 

- SI Ball will discuss with DD Baltazar whet her this is an 
appropriate time for Inv Aulet to contact witness 

for interview. 

- I will look into way to provide Inv. Aulet with a PACER 
login to track the civil case filed by decedent's family. Moving 
forward, we will watch that case for a) 3304 tolling, and b) 
production of new evidence. 

- Team will meet again in 4-6 weeks to assess progress on above. 



2/28/17- Medical Examiner's lab report states Amilcar's Ethanol 
level in the blood was 0.19 and 0.27 in the urine. 

Based on recognized (BAC) blood alcohol charts for his 131 
pounds, Amilcar's urine level (.027) suggests that he had 
consumed the equivalent of 6-9 12 oz beers in an undetermined 
period of time. Predictable effects at such stage are recognized 
as -Stupor- one where all mental, physical and sensory functions 
are severely impaired, accidents are very likely, there is little 
comprehension, and may pass out suddenly. However, his blood 
alcohol content of (.19), however, suggests that Amilcar was at 
the (very drunk stage) where subjects generally experience a 
strong state of depression, nausea, disorientation, dizziness, 
increased motor impairment, blurred vision, and the judgment is 
further impaired. 

Inv. Aulet 

03/03/17- Coordinating night interview w/ K. Lyons 
03/6-10/17 - Preparing for Q2 Ellis, Obidi, Mayo interviews 
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3/15/17-Sent NRR to Legal for PCR without a medical hippa. 

Sent NTA to Q2 Obidi - 3/28 @ 1pm. 

Sent NTA to Q2 Mayo - 3/28 @ 230pm 

Sent NTA to Q2 Ellis - 3/28 @ 6pm (coordinate w/ POA Lyons) 

03/17/17- DA OIS link still has no decision issued. 

Inv. Aulet 

03/17/17 - After discussion with DD Baltazar, I directed Inv. 
Aulet to contact thecomplainants by nnail^requesting that they 
the witnesses, and 

with the DPA. Explain that they previously told the DPA that it 
was inappropriate for Inv. Aulet to contact the witnesses and 
explain that we need to speak to them to conduct a thorough 
investigation. Do not go to the neighborhood of the shooting and 
canvass for the witnesses unless the complainants say that they 
are no longer too scared to speak to us, or until further 
developments suggest. 



3/20/17- Notice of Q2 Ellis returned to DPA without being served. 
I took it personally to Northern Station. 

3/21/17- Capt. Jaimerena called me and we discussed what 
occurred, what arrangements had been made with POA Lyons and Q2 
Ellis prior to the NTA being issued, and he understood that Q2 
Ellis needs to be notified immediately by phone to know that 
documents are at the Station since she is off today and will not 
come back until Friday. 


Inv. Aulet 


3/22/17- I received a call from Northern Station part time log Q2 
Michael Welsh who said he got a note from his Captain with NTA 
for Q2 Ellis that says I should be called if not served by 3/21. 

I asked what the note from the Captain said, but he said there 
was none, just the NTA. Since Capt. Jaimerena did not appear to 
have contacted Q2 Ellis to serve her by phone so she could pick 
it up, I explained to Q2 Welsh what I had explained to the 
Captain and that Q2 Ellis needs to be contacted by phone to have 
an opportunity to pick it up. I explained that he should also 
contact POA Lyons to ask who can also receive the docs because 
this interview was set with both of them since 3/14 so the NTA 
should not sit at the station until Friday when the Q2 returns 
and allow the POA rep protocol to proceed in preparation for Q2 
Ellis' interview. 

Inv. Aulet 
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3/24/17-340pm- Q2 Mayo called, asked to reschedule 2 weeks later. 
I declined his request, looked at his schedule and based on our 
working schedule his choices are: Wed 3/29, Mon 4/3, Tue 4/4 and 
4/5 11am to 6pm to contact POA and select any of those days and 
times in which Q2 Mayo and I are working. Q2 Mayo understood and 
agreed to call POA immediately to call me back. 

Inv. Aulet 

3/28/17- Q2 Obidi told me his case at 130pm today was dismissed, 
that he can come to DPA at 1pm but he is on his way to speak with 
the assigned attorney. 


03/28/17- Updated SI Ball re: lack of timely services, POA 
decision to assign attorneys to all members regardless of their 
witness status. 



03/28/17-147pm- Q2 Ellis LM saying she wants to reschedule for 
Monday 4/11 or 4/12 or 4/13. I had told her I am not working 
9/80 Monday 4/10. 


03/28/17- Taped ( Q2 Joseph Obidi #2358 ) OCC 
Q2 Obidi was represented by attorney Michael Hinckley 
Att. Hinckley responded for Q2 Obidi that the officer 



Q2 Obidi acknowledged he was provided and allowed to review his 
written statement for this OIS report prior to his interview. 


Q2 Obidi's been an SFPD member for over 8 years, about 7 of them 
at Mission Station. He denied being 3D16C working overtime. He 
said that he was an FTO and had a male recruit during the daytime 
(as 3D16C) and after his shift was over (at 9pm), he said that he 
began working as 3D74 working overtime with Q2 Michael Mayo. 

Their car sector assignment as 3D74 was not the 4 car sector, but 
the Housing Developments in the Mission District. These specific 
assignments were exclusively the Bernal Dwellings and Valencia 
Gardens, which was within the car sector 4 two blocks away. 
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UF-The offs used excessive force during a detention.(same) 

Q2 Obidi was not present during the OIS to verify/deny this 
allegation. Q2 Obidi CNR where he and Q2 Mayo were in the 
district or who was driving, but recalled they were patrolling 
within the district. He believed they were in the Northern part 
of the district, made like a U turn into the OIS, because they 
drove Southbound on either Harrison Street or Alabama, Westbound 
on either 25 or 26 th Street, and then Northbound on Folsom Street 
into the OIS scene. 

ND-The offs failed to comply with DGO 5.20. (Reboli/Tiffe) 

ND-The offs failed to comply with DGO 5.08.(Reboli.Tiffe) 

Q2 Obidi was not on scene prior to the OIS to verify or deny 
either of the above two allegations. Yet, despite not being able 
to remember whether the plainclothes officer he saw on the east 
sidewalk of Folsom Street had his weapon drawn, Q2 Obidi said he 
saw that officer was displaying his star on his chest hanging 
from something, which he could not tell because it was dark. 

(That description matches Q2 Tiffe) 

OCC Added ND-Failure to properly handle evidence.(ID Pending) 

They were in a marked vehicle, but CNR if he was the driver or 
the passenger or which side of their patrol car did he exit. 

Q2 Obidi CNR seeing anything from the corner of Folsom/25 th 
Street, but according to his statement (observed an Unmarked 
Police vehicle stopped in front of 2857 Folsom Street) he saw Q2 
Cabillo with Amilcar Perez-Lopez. Q2 Obidi CNR if Q2,Cabillo was 
standing, kneeling over or in contact with Amilcar when he 
arrived. SFPD pic #22 did not refresh his memory to the 
question. Q2 Obidi looked at SFPD pic #27, but he still CNR 
whether Q2 Cabillo was standing, kneeling, in contact with, 
rendering aid to Amilcar or what Cabillo was doing, exactly, he 
said. 

Q2 Obidi said he noticed that Amilcar Perez-Lopez was face down, 
was not moving, was not breathing and there was blood so he 
checked the pulse of Amilcar for responsiveness and when he did 
not get any of those signs, he turned Amilcar onto his back and 
began to render aid to Amilcar Perez-Lopez by applying chest 
compressions. Thus, he corroborated that he did not push or pull 
Q2 Cabillo out of the way in order to reach Amilcar. He added 
that he put gloves on sometime before he applied chest 
compressions on Amilcar. 

Q2 Obidi CNR either whether he ran or walked towards the crime 
scene on the street or sidewalk, but recalled seeing Q2 Tiffe and 
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Q2 Reboli briefly somewhere before he reached Q2 Cabillo on a 
side of Amilcar on the ground. He later said, "When I was 
walking up, I saw officers on scene and cannot remember exactly 
what, where officers went or whether they had been there." He did 
not recall walking in between two cars in order to get to 
Amilcar, he said. When asked to write XI on the DPA diagram 
where he first saw Q2 Reboli on scene, Q2 Obidi said he could 
only guess so he did not indicate where he saw Q2 Reboli. 

Q2 Obidi instead marked X on diagram on the east sidewalk of 
Folsom Street for the area where he saw one plainclothes officer, 
but CNR any civilian with that plainclothes officer. 

He CNR if that plainclothes officer had his weapon drawn. 

Q2 Obidi recalled no one else proximate to that officer. 

Q2 Obidi said that once he got to Amilcar, he was not looking 
around to see where was the other plainclothes officer. 

Q2 Obidi denied being told anything when he arrived on scene, and 
did not believe he heard anyone talking, not Q2 Cabillo directing 
Q2 Ellis to detain the other subject. In fact, Q2 Obidi said 
that he did n ot see where Q 2 Ellis was at the time. Q2 Obidi 
denied seeing at any time. 

Q2 Obidi said he observed a knife at some point in time while he 
was there. Asked three times whether he was asked to write, "As 
I was performing CPR on Dow, I observed a kitchen knife 
approximately 3ft from Doe's head," Q2 Obidi finally said "No." 

Q2 Obidi therefore confirmed that he was looking at the knife 
while he was doing CPR because he must have been facing the 
knife. However, he denied that he moved the knife (There was a 8 
seconds delay to his "No" answer) or that he saw anyone moving 
the knife. He also denied seeing anyone standing ovpr, watching 
the knife. After looking at SFPD pic#36, Q2 Obidi confirmed that 
he was on the side of the gray Toyota while performing CPR on 
Amilcar, looking (South) in the direction where the knife was on 
the ground. 

By using SFPD pic #65, Q2 Obidi confirmed that he turned Amilcar 
from left to right to be on Amilcar's right side, (above in pic 
65) in order to do CPR on him. While with Amilcar, he did not 
see where Q2 Cabillo went and CNR if he heard Q2 Cabillo 
thereafter. 

j « • 

Q2 Obidi said he did not know what Q2 Mayo did on scene. Q2 
Obidi said he continued doing CPR on Amilcar until SFFD Medics 
arrived 3 minutes or longer, and took over rendering aid. Q2 
Obidi actually said the paramedics told him to stop rendering 
aid. Q2 Obidi CNR who came in contact with the body of Amilcar 
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after the paramedics arrived on scene. He CNR the arrival or 
work by CSI or Medical Examiner within the crime scene. Q2 Obidi 
CNR anyone asked him why he turned Amilcar over to render aid. 
Once told to stop by paramedics, he separated from Amilcar, 
removed his gloves, and assisted other officers to search for any 
witnesses on the West side of Folsom Street. He knocked on 1 
door but do not recall speaking with anyone. 

Q2 Obidi CNR the house or type of house that he knocked on or 
told specifically to go and check a house across the street where 
bullets had hit. He denied knowing a house on the West side was 
impacted by rounds from this OIS. 

Q2 Obidi also said that after his canvassing, he assisted 
maintaining the crime scene log maybe for two hours, but could 
not recall being asked to do so or where on Folsom he did so. 

Q2 Obidi said he recalled people were instructed to enter only at 
one point, which was from Folsom at 25 th Street. 

Although Q2 Obidi wrote, "I observed an unmarked Police vehicle 
stopped in front of 2857 Folsom Street," he said that he did not 
know exactly where was the parked unmarked vehicle of the 
plainclothes officers involved in this shooting. He also 
responded that he did not recall the unmarked Silver Crown 
Victoria on scene. He also did not recall the headlights of any 
vehicle aiming towards his direction when he was with Amilcar as 
he applied chest compressions on him. He later denied seeing 
anyone move the unmarked vehicle of Q2 Tiffe and Q2 Reboli that 
wag parked on the street. Asked at a latter time if he saw the 
unmarked vehicle of Q2 Tiffe and Q2 Reboli being moved from the 
crime scene, Q2 Obidi replied, "I don't remember." He does not 
remember anyone asking him to write a statement, but since he 
played a role in the incident he had to write a statement. Q2 
Obidi maintained that he did not remember seeing the unmarked 
vehicle in pics #113-#115. 

Q2 Obidi said that while writing his statement between 01:55 and 
02:15 nobody spoke with or to him. However, he CNR whom he gave 
his written statement in order to have it incorporated with the 
initial report. He said that the CAD of the OIS had the incident 
report number for him to electronically upload his statement to 
the right incident report, but CNR exactly whether he did that. 
Therefore, he admitted that it was possible that someone gave him 
the incident report number as well as instructed him to write a 
statement for this report because someone heard that he was 
involved in handling the body of Amilcar Perez-Lopez. He did not 
know who would write the initial incident report, but assumed it 
would be either a supervisor or someone other than the involved 
officers. 
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Q2 Obidi said it was possible that he went from handling the 
crime scene log on Folsom directly to Mission Station. However, 
he denied seeing CSI photographing Q2 Ellis at Mission Station. 

Q2 Obidi said he might have told a supervisor that he wrote a 
statement, but denied it was Sgt. Montoya because he never saw or 
heard Sgt. Montoya on Folsom Street. Asked whether Sgt. Montoya 
told him to go to Mission station to write a statement, Q2 Obidi 
replied, "I don't remember." Q2 Obidi did not know why homicide 
sergeants did not interview him as they did other officers. He 
did not recall seeing his partner, Q2 Mayo, writing a statement 
at the station. He went home after he finished his statement. 

Q2 Obidi said he does not remember seeing Captain Perea on scene. 


3/28/17-2: 43pm-Taped(Rescheduling Q2 Domonique Ellis #1614) Phone 

Tuesday 4/11 ® 6pm. 

03/29/17- Rec'd SFFD Patient Care Report of John Doe: 

Medic Team #?? Created Inc. No. 15021966. 

Dispatched at 21:50 

At Scene at 21:51 

Cardiac monitor at 21:54 

Death at 21:55 

Notified ME @ 21:59 

Turned over scene to PD @ 22:00 

25 YO male found lying supine in the street between 2 cars with 
officer performing chest compressions; patient appears deceased. 
After having officer discontinue chest compressions, patient is 
noted to be pulseless and apneic, ECG applied; asystole 
confirmed. Possible GSW near right temple/forehead area. 

Inv. Aulet 

• * 

04/03/17 -Taped ( Q2 Michael Mayo #2308 )DPA 

Per insistence of Christopher Shea,esq, Q2 Mayo was provided a 
Miranda advisement by SFPD IAD Sgt. Boshawn over the DPA phone. 
Sgt. Boshawn directed and Q2 Mayo agreed to answer DPA questions 
for our administrative investigation. 

Q2 Mayo has been an SFPD officer for about 8 years, about 5-6 
yrs. working at Mission Station. He was 3D74 working with Q2 
Obidi #2328 after 9pm. Their car sector is assigned to take care 
of both Housing Development Units in the Mission District: 

1) Army Street Bernal Dwellings, 
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2) Valencia (street) Gardens. 

Although he could not recall where they were at the time of the 
222 or the 216 calls, he said they responded Northbound on Folsom 
from 25 th Street regarding a "Hispanic male with a (knife) 
chasing another male adult." 

Q2 Mayo CNR who was driving that night. While en route, however, 
he recalled only hearing "Shots Fired" without knowing who 
broadcasted it. He CNR how close to the 2800 block they were at 
the time of the 222 call or where they eventually parked on 
Folsom Street. He did not hear the shots fired and CNR where 
they were at the time broadcasts regarding "shots fired" was 
made. 

ND-The offs failed to comply with DGO 5.20.(Reboli/Tiffe) 

ND-The offs failed to comply with DGO 5.08.(Reboli /Tiffe) 

Q2 Mayo was not present when Q2 Reboli encountered mm 
on the street and Q2 Tiffe encountered Amilcar Perez on the east 
sidewalk of 2857 Folsom Street to either verify or deny this 
allegation. However, Q2 Mayo said he CNR if Q2 Reboli or Q2 
Tiffe were displaying his star when he first saw them on scene. 

UF-The offs used excessive force during a detention.(1651,1312) 

Q2 Mayo was not present during the discharges by the involved 
officers to either verify or deny this allegation. However, Q2 

Mayo denied seeing either Q2 Reboli or Q2 Tiffe standing over 

Amilcar Perez-Lopez when he arrived on scene. 

OCC Added ND-Failure to properly handle evidence.(ID Pending) 

Q2 Mayo said he recognized the DPA diagram as the OIS scene. 

Q2 Mayo denied they drove past the OIS scene. He said they 
"parked our car somewhere before the second car" in the OIS scene 
diagram. He said the OIS scene was in front of them but CNR how 
close or how far or what car they parked next to. Therefore, he 
would not draw and did not feel comfortable drawing a small 
rectangle to illustrate the position of the vehicle, because he 
does not know its exact location. He CNR how far he walked/ran 
from his vehicle to approach the OIS scene. 

Q2 Mayo said he CNR if the Silver unmarked Crown Victoria Ford 
vehicle depicted in SFPD pic #113 was parked at the OIS scene or 
if it was there during his presence. "Sir, I don't remember this 
car." He CNR either if there were headlights of any vehicle 
illuminating the OIS scene. He CNR the lighting conditions at 
the OIS scene when he arrived either. Despite "observing an 
unknown Hispanic male adult lying in the roadway between two 
parked vehicles in front of 2883 Folsom Street," Q2 Mayo said he 
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honestly could not remember how long he walked from his patrol 
car to the male on the roadway and the position in which he saw 
that subject lying when he first saw him. He CNR either if he 
saw anyone with the body at the time he arrived. Q2 Mayo denied 
seeing either Q2 Reboli or Q2 Tiffe turning the body. 


Q2 Mayo CNR exactly how he approached the OIS scene in the 
Northbound direction. Q2 Mayo CNR whether he approached the 
scene on the street or a sidewalk. Despite writing, "I observed 
Officer Ellis #2189 attempting to detain a second Hispanic 
subject male adult approximately 25 feet away from the male lying 
in the roadway. I immediately assisted Officer Ellis in 
detainingtheunknown subject," Q2 Mayo CNR if that 2 nd subject 

was on the street or on the sidewalk when he made 
that observation. Q2 Mayo CNR either whether that subject was 
standing or on the ground when he saw with Q2 

Ellis. Therefore, Q2 Mayo he would not draw a V in the DPA 
diagram to depict even the approximate area where he saw Q2 Ell is 
with that second subject later identified as (VI) 


Q2 Mayo said he assisted Q2 Ellis in placing 
handcuffs, and that was pretty much it. He CNR if he 
Ellis aside to help her complete the handcuffing of 
Q2 Mayo said he CNR if Q2 Ellis ha ndcuffed 
he assisted Q2 Ellis t^d^so , but believe 
handcuffed. He said HHHM 
moved over towards the male lym 


Ml m 

rushed Q2 


remained with Q2 Ellis as he 
in the roadway (Amilcar) but he 


did not know whether 
sidewalk when he walked away. 


was on the street or the 


Q2 Mayo denied he saw Q2 Cabillo come over where Q2 Ellis was 


with 


He CNR any Q2 directing 


down on the street, on the East curb or East sidewalk. 


he heard Q2 Cabillo yell at 


to sit on the 


to sit 
He CNR if 
tround. 


2 Mayo CNR if he saw Q2 Cabillo take a statement from 


He CNR hearing 


give Q2 Cabillo a 


spontaneou^statement after he and Q2 Ellis detained him. Q2 
Mayo CNR telling Q2 Cabillo something about the 
officers. He CNR if he obtained the name, DOB, and contact 



He CN R if he saw Q2 Cabillo used 
He CNR if he heard Q2 
He next 


information from 
his cell phone to record 

Cabillo communicate in Spanish with _ 

recalled looking for his partner, Q2 Obidi, so he CNR making any 
observation of the crime scene in general. He said that is all he 
remembers. He CNR seeing Q2 Cabillo on scene. 
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Q2 Mayo CNR if there was anybody else with Q2 Obidi handling the 
body. He denied handcuffing the body of Amilcar Perez-Lopez. 

He denied see who handcuff the body of Amilcar Perez-Lopez. 

Q2 Mayo said he saw Q2 Obidi applying chest compressions on 
Amilcar Perez-Lopez, he believed, while laying face up on the 
ground. He CNR if anyone else was around Q2 Obidi applying CPR. 

Q2 Mayo said that he CNR if he recognized anyone else on scene. 

He denied heaj^ic^th^vo^e or Q2 Cabillo giving anyone 
commands about However, he recognized Mission 

plainclothes officers Reboli and Tiffe on scene, but CNR where. 

He said that he knew that both were working as plainclothes 
officers that night on Mission District. He denied seeing either 
Q2 Reboli or Q2 Tiffe with their weapon drawn when he got there. 

Q2 Mayo said that the knife on the roadway is all he saw; he CNR 
if there was blood around it. Q2 Mayo wrote an "M" on the 
diagram to depict his approximate location at the time he saw the 
knife. He denied seeing anyone moving the knife from that 
position in which he saw it. He corroborated that he remained 
with the knife until the crime scene was safely secured at which 
point Q2 Buckely #1537 relieved him and preserved the knife until 
CSI arrived. 

Q2 Mayo CNR if anyone approached him to register his presence 
within the crime scene into the crime scene log, and he could not 
remember if he went to anyone to be included in the log. He CNR 
if he saw anyone other than Q2 Obidi handling the body of Amilcar 
Perez-Lopez up to the time he was relieved by Q2 Buckley. He CNR 
any other officers on scene, but confirmed that Q2 Obidi remained 
with the body of Amilcar until paramedics arrived and took over 
because he was present, and remained on scene. He CNR to 
estimate how long it took the paramedics to arrive on scene. 

Q2 Mayo CNR seeing the arrival of Sgt. Montoya or that sergeant 
taking the public safety statement from Q2 Reboli and Q2 Tiffe 
across the street on the west sidewalk. He later canvassed the 
West and East sides of Folsom Street along with other officers 
searching for victims, witnesses or evidence related to this 
incident. He did not knock on door. Q2 Mayo said he CNR whether 
he was still on scene when CSI arrived to document the evidence, 
but at some point after the perimeter was established said he was 
directed to maintain one of the perimeter areas. Due to the 
number of times he has done this since 2015, he CNR if it was the 
North or South side of Folsom Street. While maintaining that 
perimeter, Q2 Mayo said he DNR if he saw the car in SFPD pic #113 
exiting the perimeter. 
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04/11/17- Taped ( Q2 Domonique Ellis #1614 ) DPA 
Rep by Attorney Scott Burrell. 

Q2 Ellis was allowed to listen to her homicide detail interview 
on 2/27/15 prior to her DPA interview. 

Q2 Ellis confirmed she has been 3.5 years a member of SFPD. 

Q2 Ellis confirmed she was partnered w/ Q2 Cabillo as 3D14D 
patrolling within the 4 car sector. At 2144 hours they responded 
to an A priority 222 on the 2800 block of Folsom Street. 

She said that she did not know whether or not she was aware that 
Q2 Cabillo was a certified Spanish-speaking officer on 2/26/15, 
but now she does. 

ND-The offs failed to comply with DGO 5.20 . (Reboli/Tiffe) 

ND-The offs failed to comply with DGO 5.08.(1651, 1312) 

As the first unit on scene, Q2 Ellis and Q2 Cabillo were the 
first to see what Officers Reboli and Tiffe were displaying. 

Q2 Ellis said that when she ran, scanned the whole area, and saw 
Q2 Reboli and Q2 Tiffe in front of her as she looked to her left. 
She recognized Q2 Reboli first and then Q2 Tiffe. 

Although she knew them, Q2 Ellis said she did not know if Q2 
Reboli or Q2 Tiffe were displaying their star when sh e saw th em; 
she added she looked at their faces and moved towards on 

the ground to ensure the scene would be safe. 

UF-The offs used excessive force during*a detention. (1651,1312) 

She believed that the extent of her knowledge about this A 
priority 222 (person with a knife) call when she was driving down 
Folsom Street was limited to being: "About a male, chasing a male 
with a knife." She told homicide that she was not handling the 
(low band) radio in the car to know whether anyone keyed in to 
handle the call and that she had not heard anyone was coming up 
for the call. Q2 Ellis acknowledged that DEM had dispatched this 
call to her (3D14D) unit as the primary unit. 

Q2 Ellis CNR where they were at but recalled driving Eastbound on 
24 th Street and making a right turn onto Folsom Street. Q2 Ellis 
said she heard the gunshots as she was turning onto Folsom 
Street, where she stopped her patrol car. However, she CNR how 
far into Folsom Street did she drover her patrol car before 
stopping. When she stopped her patrol car, she could not see or 
knew who had shot so that is why she broadcasted, "Shots fired." 
Q2 Ellis still DNR how many shots she heard that night. 

Q2 Ellis said she did not know how far was her patrol car from 
the OIS scene. She recalled she parked the patrol car and Q2 
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Cabillo was already exiting the vehicle, got on the West sidewalk 
and ran along the building line. She confirmed she followed Q2 
Cabillo and both ran Southbound on the West sidewalk, following 
the building line, and triangulated. She said she followed the 
sound of the gunshots and scanned the whole area until she saw 
two males standing in front of her. Q2 Ellis said that as she 
heard Q2 Cabillo on her right say, " she holstered 

her weapon, and from the direction she was looking at, there was 
a person down on her left, and another person to her right laying 
face down on the prone position with his hands to his sides. 

Q2 Ellis confirmed her statement to homicide in that she saw both 
plainclothes officers standing on the street over that subject on 
the ground, not in contact with, but clarified that "the 
plainclothes cops were more towards the left." Q2 Ellis CNR 
whether Q2 Reboli or Q2 Tiffe had their weapons drawn. Q2 Ellis 
could not draw their location within the DPA diagram either 
because she CNR in relation to the cars and the trees that there 
were there. She knew cars were parked on the street but could 
not tell DPA where because he focus was on the person on the 
ground who may have had a weapon. SFPD Pic #22 did not refresh 
her memory of the scene. 

Q2 Ellis stated that she did not know whether the subject in SFPD 
pic #67 (Amilcar Perez-Lopez) was the subject that Q2 Reboli and 
Q2 Tiffe were standing over, because she never went over to that 
subject. Q2 Ellis did not know how many seconds or minutes 
elapsed from the time she heard the shots to the time she saw the 
plainclothes officers on the street. 

Q2 Ellis said that when she first saw the subject on the ground, 
Q2 Obidi was with him and appeared to be administering CPR, 
applying chest compressions. DPA used pic #67 and Q2 Ellis said 
that she could not even confirm the person in that picture was 
the first subject she saw on the ground because whenshelooked 
towards Q2 Obidi, she was already dealing with . 

She further explained that she could not tell DPA in what 
position was that first subject she saw on th^qroun^because her 
focus and action was on the person alive whom she 

did not know at the time whether he was the suspect or the 
victim. 

Q^E^^^^s^^^that as she went to deal with the subject alive 

, Q2 Cabillo went over to talk to Q2 Reboli and Q2 
Tiffe. She recalled Q2 Cabillo asking those officers questions, 
but do not remember exactly what was said. Q2 Ellis believed Q2 
Cabillo asked if there were any outstanding suspects, something 
along those lines, but she could not hear a response. 
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Q2 El lis said she handcuffed, started the search of 

but believed it was Q2 Mayo who pushed her away and said 
something to the effect of "get back" or "I got it." Q2 Ellis 
said "they" (Lt. Im, Sgt. Fong, Q2Mayo?) believed she was the 
shooter. She CNR if she searched behind a car but recall 

he wasonthe street. Q2 Ellis confirmed as she told homicide, 
that began talking and said, " I have nothing. " She later 

wanted to retract that by saying he CNR - if - ^^^^^Hsaid that or 
not. Q2 Ellis later also stated that she believed 
initially told her in English, "Don't shoot 1"Q2E11 is would not 
write a V on the DPA diagram to depict where~j^^^^J was because 
she did not know where he was in relation to the car. 


Q2 Ellis said "He was talking or he was shaking so he's 

crying. I just can't remember what he said or if he even said 
anything or if he just, I don't remember." However, she recalled 
Q2Cabillogoing over to the location where Q2 Mayo remained with 

Q2 Ellis said she did not stay and walked over 
somewhe re that she could not recall. She CNR if she heard 
mm sa Y anything in Spanish because she did not stay, she 
left the s cene. S he still did not know the role of either 
Amilcar or in this incident by the time she left. Thus, 

she could not tell if anyone else came in contact with Amilcar. 

Q2 Ellis denied she saw Q2 Reboli or Q2 Tiffe in contact with 
Amilcar and denied she ever came in contact with Amilcar. 


OCC Added ND-Failure to properly handle evidence.(ID Pending) 

Q2 Ellis could not remember if she saw the knife when she looked 
to her left towards Q2 Obidi administering CPR or if she saw Q2 
Mayo standing IFO the knife and remaining there until CSI showed 
up. Therefore, Q2 Ellis could not tell DPA where was the knife 
in relation to the body of Amilcar Perez Lopez. She denied 
moving the knife or seeing anyone moving it. She denied seeing 
anyone standing over or watching the knife. 

Q2 Ellis said after she finished her search of and 

confirmed he had no weapons, Lt. IM and Sgt. Fong arrived, asked 
her if she shot, and she responded that she did not, but they had 
Q2 Maloney transport her so fast thereafter and sequester her at 
the gym of Mission station wherfe she watched television. Q2 
Ellis replied Sgt. Montoya was working so she is sure he came, 
but she could not remember seeing him on Folsom Street. She said 
that she was no longer on scene when CSI arrived. 
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Q2 Ellis said she recalled the vehicle depicted in SFPD pic #113 
being there, she just did not know exactly where on the street it 
was. She did not think she saw Q2 Reboli or Q2 Tiffe move that 
vehicle after she arrived on scene or before she was sequestered. 

Q2 Ellis recalled Q2 Talkoff came to replace Q2 Maloney by the 
time CSI arrived before homicide did. She recalled Q2 Nibungco 
came to the gym and told her that she needed to be photographed 
(SFPD Pics# 107-112). She asked why and Q2 Nibungco replied 
because of her Captain's orders. Q2 Ellis believed she was 
photographed because "they" believed that she was the shooter. 

It was a while before homicide Sgt. Ravano and another sergeant 
came over to Mission Station and took her to Homicide Detail at 
the HOJ where she was kept sequestered and had to wait a while 
before she was interviewed by homicide sergeants and a District 
Attorney Investigator. She believed patrol supervisors believed 
she was the shooter because she had put out or broadcasted the 
initial radio traffic. 

Q2 Ellis stated that she did not prepare a written statement as 
part of this incident, because she gave a verbal statement to the 
homicide detail. She replied nobody directed her to write one. 

Inv. Aulet 


4/12/17- Evening news broadcasted D.A. decision to decline to 
prosecute SFPD officers in OIS. 

4/13/17 - SI BALL and DD Baltazar each informed me separately the 
print & emailed SF Chronicle article re: D.A. declination letter. 

-Discussed article and investigation progress with SI Ball. 
Decided to issue and FAXED to SFPD Legal a NRR of D.A. 
Declination letter including the SFPD Form 7 (Record of 
Investigation) prepared by reviewing A.D.A. that is part of the 
Homicide case file. 


W^note^tha^th^pr^i^picture, which appears to be the one that 

gave to the SF Chronicle a day after 
the OIS does not show the unmarked vehicle in it. The picture 
shows the OIS officers on the street, Q2 Obidi administering CPR 
to Amilcar Perez-Lopez, Q2 Cabillo on the street in betweenObidi 
andQ2 Ellis kneeling behind car #2 handcuffing/searching 

It is well light, likely due to marked vehicle spot 
light, residential front porch lights activated from both sides 
of the street after the OIS, and one Q2's flashlight standing to 
the left of Q2 Reboli. 
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Inv. Aulet 

During our discussion, we recalled seeing the SF Examiner's 
article on page 9 with a photo of the crime scene with the 
details noted above. However, we see no unmarked Silver Crown 
Victoria behind parked car #2. Yet, we see shooters and 1 st 
responders still on scene^describe^a^ar^ear^^crime scene 
photo taken by a witness who 

across the street from the OIS crime scene (Photomarkedcortesy 
of District Attorney's office. According to , 

mm gave the D.A.'s office a video and asked me why 
doesn't OCC gets it from the D^A^'soffice, because she would not 
even allow me to speak with 
Inv. Aulet 

-Emailed reply to Att. Michael Wheelan for Q2 Tiffe to decline 
his request to postpone Q2 Tiffe's interview due to pending 
criminal investigation since that is no longer the case. 

Looked up Witness CSI Ins. Ronald Shouldice. 

04/27/17- prepared NTA for Wit.Ins. Shouldice but New HRMS has 
incorrect information and per the Inspector, he will be out of 
the country and will not be back to work until May 17th. 

However, the new NTA will not print the 2 nd page. 

Per SI Maunder, likely due to being a .dox document. 

-4/27/17 -Issued NTA for Ins. Shouldice, who will be out of the 
country until 5/17/17 so his interview will be at 1pm that day. 

5/2/17- Rec'd Ins. Shouldice Proof of Service for 5/17 ® 1pm. 

Inv. Aulet 

05/08/17- Monday 9/80 day off: Rec'd NRR from SFPD Legal re: 

• D.A. Declination letter 

• SFPD Form 7 (Record of Investigation) 

Legal said no Form 7 was prepared, but provided declination 
letter, which refers to attachment of the D.A.'s summary of 
investigation and legal analysis of this incident, which was not 
provided to DPA. Unclear if the summary of investigation and 
legal analysis is what the D.A. displayed in his website. 

Inv. Aulet 

5/17/17- Attorney Anthony J. Brass appeared with Inspector Ronald 
Shouldice for his witness interview. When I asked why Brass was 
there with the inspector, Brass became confrontational in his 
inquiry whether I was denying Ins. Shouldice his right to 
representation. I responded the inspector was not the focus of 
our investigation, merely a witness and therefore he was not 
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entitled to representation during his interview as a witness. 

This discussion continued inside the interview conference room 
with the inspector while attorney Brass was invited to wait for 
his client in the sofa outside the interview room. I repeated 
that he was only a witness, was not the focused of our 
investigation, otherwise I would have named him, provided him a 
copy of the complaint, and created an OCC Added Allegation for 
him, but that those were not DPA's intentions. When I noticed 
that Ins. Shouldice had his smart phone on the table visibly on 
recording mode, I got close over the table to ensure the 
recording would include my monologue to the inspector that as a 
witness he also did not have a right to record his interview so 
please turn off his recording. (This is the second time witness 
officers in recent memory have asserted their right to 
representation.) I continued saying to Inspector Shouldice that 
recording without my consent is a misdemeanor, which he as a 
police officer should know and I repeated for him to please turn 
off the recorder. The inspector complied but pointed his finger 
at me as he said, "If your questions turn accusatory in tone, my 
interview will be over." I stated that would not be advisable, 
inspector. 

I then called Attorney Brass to the conference room and restated 
my discussion with the inspector not being a named member, not 
having a right to record either, and therefore not being entitled 
to a copy of the complaint or the allegations. I repeated what 
Ins. Shouldice had warned me with and Brass went as far as to say 
that was right and that it was the inspector who could determine 
when he needs representation if he feels my questions become 
accusatory. I defer from his opinion and replied we were not 
going to re-write 3304 (G.C) and to please have a seat on the 
sofa while I proceeded with my witness interview. I advised SI 
Ball and Cl Fletcher of the above while the inspector reviewed 
the CSI video recording and asked SI Ball to come into the 
interview shortly after I began in the event further challenges 
arise. 

While off-record and prior to his interview, I provided Ins. 
Shouldice a copy of the Crime Scene Report and allowed him to 
review the CSI video recording of this OIS crime scene. He took 
out his leather binder and exposed some sketches while he 
reviewed the video in its entirety. We noticed a hand made 
sketch of the OIS crime scene, which we inquired about during the 
interview. 

Inv. Aulet 
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5/17/17- Taped ( Witness Ins. Ronald Shouldice 2054 ) DPA 

S = Ins. Shouldice has been 28 yrs w/ SFPD, 22 @ CSI. 

S confirmed he was 5L9 with Q2 Nibungco (photographer), Q2 Shakur 
(videographer), and Q2 Rodelas (Documenter) and he as sketcher, 
which is his expertise. S received a telephone call from 
Operations Center to their Department issued cell phones. 

Q2 Nibungco, Q2 Shakur, and Q2 Rodelas have their own unit 
identifiers and they responded separately in at least 2 vehicles. 
He was the senior member until the arrival of Lt. Brian Devlin 
who arrived not too long after his documented arrival of 2235 
hours. S said his exit from the scene is accurately recorded at 
0133, which appears to be also on the 4 th page. S said it is 
typical to maintain 2 crime scene logs especially at both ends of 
a long block scene like this one. S added that having his name 
and same exit time on two separate pages of a crime scene log 
would suggest to him that there were two officers maintaining 
crime scene logs because he did not exit through both ends at the 
same time. In response to the crime scene log not having 
documented his entry time into this crime scene, S said the log 
does not have anybody's entry time below Q2 Ellis on page two. 
Usually the Q2 maintaining it simply asks for name/star#/unit. 

S said that since they are not active on the air or are assigned 
calls for patrol service and typically do not interact with 
dispatchers unless there is a special need, they do not generate 
a unit history, which is generated through dispatch. S confirmed 
they cTo not typically do not broadcast "10-^7" to document with 
dispatch their arrival unless extraordinary circumstances exist. 

S saw that the name of his CSI team members were in the crime 
scene log were below his name also without an entry time. S said 
that according to the crime scene log, at least Q2 Shakur & Q2 
Nabungco left the crime scene, at 2342 hours, to go to Mission 
Station to photograph the involved officers and facilitate their 
firearms exchange with the Range Master. However, it is his 
recollection that Q2 Rodelas, whom the crime scene log also shows 
leaving the scene, did not go anywhere else. S said Q2 Rodelas 
assisted him for the large part of this crime scene and Q2 
Rodelas was going to be the author of this CSI report. The 
documented time in the CSI Firearm Information Report states that 
they (Nabungco & Shakur) arrived at Mission Station at 2355 
hours . Page 4 of the crime scene log have Q2 Nabungco & Q2 
Shakur returning from Mission station to Folsom Street at 0127 
hours and leaving the crime scene at 0135 hours while it was 
being shut down. 
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S believes the duty to maintain crime scene log entries and exits 
times is assigned by a district station supervisor who just 
nominates an officer at random to bear that responsibility until 
relieved. S said to have no idea who was the Mission supervisor 
when he arrived; there were a lot of them but did not know who 
designated the log Q2 to maintain it. 

Typically his CSI case file includes the CSI Report and all CSI 
related activities such as run sheets that record arrival time at 
locations, evidence inventories, crime scene diagrams, crime 
scene narratives, firearm reports, and any other CSI related 
activities documentation, like his sketches of the scene, as 
necessary. The Lab examination request forms are generated by 
Homicide and are not part of the CSI report, he said. 

In relation to how CSI is briefed, S said that typically when CSI 
arrives they have little information specific to the details of 
the event. In critical incidents like this one, it could 
generate a large response it can be a little chaotic so they seek 
the homicide inspectors and the first responding officers or 
their supervisors. Essentially anybody who can give them what 
they have preliminarily determined the crime scene perimeter to 
be in order to determine if it needs to be expanded for the 
purpose of evidence collection or documentation. Although he did 
not have any independent recollection of who they spoke that 
night, S said that in the body of CSI report narrative Q2 Rodelas • 
may have mentioned they did a preliminary walk through of the 
scene with Sgt. Montoya #1522. S said they also coordinated with 
Homicide Sgt. Dedet, whom the crime scene log does not indicate 
when he arrived. Experience has taught them to be cautious 
especially in high adrenaline situations like this to be very 
objective of what they hear, because their focus is more on the 
documentation of the scene as they find it rather than any 
specifics of people's movement or the types of things that are 
not supported by evidence or necessary to be constructable. 

They then delegate among themselves responsibilities for the 
sketch, photography, and videography so they could proceed to 
collect the evidence. 

S said they first do an independent walk through of the crime 
scene to make sure that nothing has been missed particularly when 
it comes to things that might have been kicked around by first 
responders or paramedics such as firearms or casings. If so,' 
they will document it accordingly. However, he did not recall 
anything being moved purposefully or accidentally. Asked what 
type of questions do CSI raises to determine how the scene has 
changed if at all, S said they go to non-involved officers who 
have been the longest on scene among first responders who might 
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be familiar with for example with a weapon being moved or efforts 
to render aid. Often time, he said, first responders would use 
cups or whatever they have to mark weapons, casings until they 
arrive on scene with the cones. S said they also determine 
whether the scene's immediate vicinity has been protected 
adequately or do they push the perimeter tape further or 
determine whether an inner scene needs to be created, and moved 
the people out of the way. S commented that photos of this crime 
scene shows there were a lot of people in the 2800 block of 
Folsom Street. S noted they were an hour after the OIS. 

S stated that the crime scene around the deceased was "very 
localized within a very short area" and that first responders had 
done a very good job of protecting it. If they would have been 
told that an item had been moved for any reason, it would be 
noted within the body of the narrative of the CSI report. S said 
they searched the rest of the block including under vehicles and 
found nothing else. 

S said they also look for collateral damage to vehicles, 
buildings that might have been missed in the initial scene 
evaluation by first responders. Once they made that 
determination, then they take their time to collect the evidence. 

S does not know Q2 Eric Reboli or Q2 Craig Tiffe but stated the 
involved officers in this shooting were not on scene. S said all 
the SFPD members he saw on scene were in uniform. At some point 
he was informed of the name of the involved officers and neither 
one was familiar to him. Much later in the evening, past 
midnight, approximately at 0115 hours, S said CSI was still on 
scene waiting for SFFD to respond to wash down the scene, when he 
saw an unmarked sedan pull up on 25 th St./Folsom Street, which 
was unusual. S CNR if it was a Silver sedan. S saw two 
plainclothes officers with one male and one female investigator 
walking up the sidewalk a little bit inside the tape" so he asked 
somebody, even possibly a CSI member, who were the plainclothes 
officers and was told they were the officers involved in the 
shooting. S said the female was a familiar face, but she was not 
a homicide sergeant. S said it is not typical to have OIS 
involved officers return to the scene but he has been in a few of 
those. S said he weighted that afterwards, because it did not 
seem appropriate to him somehow. S said he questioned whether 
there was a new policy in place because it might have been the 
POA attorney. The person whom identified the involved officers 
walking back into the crime scene with the two plainclothes man 
and woman responded there was no new policy in place. S denied 
the male investigator was Marty Halloran, whom he knows well but 
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did not see on scene. However, S said that since they were all 
done collecting evidence near the end of the final walk through, 
the involved officers did not show up when they were actively 
working the crime scene. The procedure has always been to remove 
involved officers from the scene as soon as possible and get them 
sequestered away from the scene. S said there were in the clean 
up stage so there was nothing compromising for the officers to 
walk back into the crime scene. Yet, he added that he did not 
believe it was a good idea under any circumstance for the 
involved officers to return hours later into the crime scene. S 
said he did not get any explanation as to what these plainclothes 
officers and two individuals were doing there; he did not pursue 
it any further. For all he knew it was part of an on going 
interview. S CNR if he saw them leave the crime scene. 

5 said he did not know Q2 Domonique Ellis and did not see her on 
scene. S also did not know why Q2 Nibungco photographed Q2 
Ellis, who was not mentioned in the CSI report. S reviewed SFPD 
photos #107 through #112 to view what was photographed. S said 
there was nothing obvious but the Q2 was photographed from all 
four sides with some close ups of gun belt and jacket and there 
was nothing obvious like damage to her uniform or blood on it so 
he still did not know 

Doctor Moffett and 2 Medical Examiner investigators (Heilman #109 

6 McVeren #123) arrived sometime after CSI arrived on scene. 

S confirmed that according to the CSI report, Q2 Nibungco took 
SFPD pictures #113 and #114. However, S said he was not told and 
there is no mentioning of its photographing in the CSI report. 
Since he did not respond to Mission Station with Q2 Nibungco and 
Q2 Shakur, he did not know and was not told the location where 
the unmarked Silver Crown Victoria was photographed. S also said 
he was not told why such vehicle was photographed. Asked why 
would CSI photographed a vehicle that was not in the crime scene, 
S stated that typically a vehicle is photographed at the 
direction of one of the homicide investigators for whatever 
reason th^y might have. S CNR if the aforementioned unmarked 
Silver Crown Victoria was captured by any of the SFPD photographs 
of the crime scene that evening or in the video. After 
acknowledging his review of the CSI videotape before his 
interview began and reviewing SFPD photo #10, S stated that he 
CNR specifically if the car on SFPD #113 was double parked in the 
Northbound direction somewhere behind car #2. S added that he 
could not tell if the vehicle in SFPD photo #113 is the vehicle 
in photo #10 or not. However, he admitted that he was nearby 
when Q2 Nibungco took SFPD photo #10 of the crime scene. S also 
responded that he was not informed that anything was missing from 
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the crime scene as depicted in SFPD photo #10. S also stated 
that if the vehicle in SFPD photo #113 was the picture of the 
unmarked vehicle driven by the shooting officers, he would want 
to know that it was moved before the crime scene was documented, 
photographed, and video recorded. However, S said nobody 
informed him of such fact. S said typically a supervisor on 
scene or anybody actively involved in that alteration was 
responsible to inform him that the crime scene had been altered. 
He said that would apply to any other piece of evidence pertinent 
to the crime scene. S added, "That's the kind of information you 
tend to solicit when we arrive initially by talking with people 
who are there before us." 

S stated that he does not specifically remember Sgt. Montoya, but 
it is possible that he could have in the intervening error, if he 
initially deal with the involved officers, nor does he 
specifically remember dealing with Sgt. Montoya. S said he was 
simply referring to his documented discussion in the (CSI report) 
narrative with Q2 Rodelas. 

S said the scene depicted in photo #10 and the video recordings 
of it could have been happening at the same time. S said the 
photography ideally should be focusing on the broader crime scene 
and the video recording the evidence items in the numbering in 
which they were laid out. The numbering seldom implies a 
sequence of events; it is a numbering on items as they are being 
found. 

S said he prepared the handwritten sketch of the scene with rough 
measurements and walked Q2 Tony Gomez through the crime scene so 
he could recreate it in a digit diagram but that did not occur 
until at least a week after the OIS, and the full CSI case file 
was not reviewed until 3/12/17 before publication. S said that 
Q2 Tony Gomez was assigned because he had become proficient in 
the new digital drafting system. S said Q2 Gomez was also going 
to diagram the possible bullet impacts on the house across the 

street . Therefore, S said he did not know who prepared the CSI 

diagram that Homicide Detail used for their interviews that 
night/morning. Sometimes, he said, CSI would prepare a 
preliminary diagram for Chief's debriefing with the press, but 
they are heavily marked. S confirmed that the CSI diagram was 
prepared to scale in relation to the objects depicted in it. 

S said the fired bullet he found on the street mentioned in the 
CSI report was noted but never numbered because the photography 
had been completed. The CIS video recording, he said, begins 
with marked evidence item #9, which was the last numbered piece 
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of evidence. However, S explained that the video-tape started on 
the opposite side of the street where the photography started. 

S added that "The only two vehicle shown on the CSI diagram are 
the two parked vehicles that the deceased was found between so he 
could not tell for sure whether that car was moved or at the 
scene or came back ." 

In relation to the body of Amilcar Perez Lopez , S said he found 
Amilcar on his back, there were officers in the vicinity but 
there was nobody handling the body during their arrival on scene 
and nobody informed him that the body was turned over to 
administer CPR. S said he is not familiar with Q2 Joseph Obidi 
and DNR specifically any BM Q2 handling the body during his 
arrival. S said nobody told him that Amilcar was turned over for 
any reason before his arrival, but since officers cannot 
determine death, paramedics in the normal course of business 
should have been there before they arrived on scene and it was 
his specific recollection that CSI arrived after the medics had 
already treated Amilcar Perez-Lopez. S said in this case medics 
did not transport Amilcar because they made the determination 
that he was deceased and that is why Amilcar was still at the 
scene an hour later. 

S confirmed that per the blood pools depicted in SFPD pic #79, 
there were 2 locations. S confirmed SFPD pic #75 depicts members 
of the Medical Examiner's Office turning Amilcar on his side to 
photograph that he had been handcuffed behind his back. 

S said pic #75 and #79 established that Amilcar had been moved 
presumably by the first medical responders because Paramedics 
were summoned at some point to evaluate and transport him or not. 
Moreover, he said, that if Amilcar was handcuffed, he had to have 
been moved. S said that very little could be established from 
the location, position, and manner in which CSI found and 
documented the body. S said that since the position in which 
they found Amilcar was post intervention, he did not know his 
original position or how much manipulation there was, but it was 
clear there had been some. However, how can one extrapolate 
backwards from that final position to the events immediately 
preceding the impact of gun fire is something he has not 
attempted to do in two decades and that is because there is no 
way to prove or disprove. 

S said the larger pool of liquefied blood and the other one to 
his left side, which was less voluminous and there was some 
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transfer qualities on his clothing, which is consistent with 
movement (Pic #75) 

Regarding the knife , S said there were officers in the direct 
vicinity of the knife but he could not tell if there was one Q2 
standing immediately besides the knife. In all likelihood, he 
said, one Q2 is typically given the duty to safeguard its 
position. S saw the knife was in the realm of 5 feet from 
Amilcar's right hand side. S denied part of what CSI does is to 
move the knife. S did not see anyone moving the knife. S said 
Q2 Michael Mayo is not a familiar name, perhaps known by sight. 

S said nobody informed him that the knife had been moved. After 
reviewing the CSI video, it was his impression that there had 
been an OIS, that at least 6 shots had been fired, and that the 
circumstances leading up to that were in the unknown to him, and 
beyond that he does not indulge too much in the way of 
reconstruction because he is not privy to those details or 
anything that is going to appear in the investigative follow up. 

S said he regarded the crime scene as an evidence collection and 
documentation as a very contained, and straight-forward scene. S 
said there seem to be no great complexity involved in this crime 
scene in terms of what they had to do in order to fulfill their 
function of collection and documentation. 

S said he did not see or recall any LM handcuffed detainee behind 
car #2 with any of the first responders. If there was a detainee 
handcuffed on scene upon their arrived, S said that he would be 
curious to ask who the person was and if it was going to require 
some follow up from them. S said they ask every body to vacate 
the crime scene. S said there is nothing in the CSI case file or 
related work load that includes any reference to a detained 
subject in handcuffs who had contact with the involved officers 
or the deceased. S confirmed he removed the handcuffs on Ami1car 
at the request of Dr. Moffett and later on Q2 Rodelas identified 
and booked the pair of handcuffs with blood belonged to Officer 
star #1591. 

The scene sketches that he or any other member prepares are a 
rough representative sketches, which are then connected to a 
grated measurement for the purpose of the file diagramming that 
is produced after the fact. And it is the grid measurement that 
provides them being to scale . 

In regards to the 6 casings found on scene, S read pages 4 & 5 
containing the observations part of the CSI report. S said that 
during the first walk through is to make a scene like 
determination. During the second walk through is when they put 
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the evidence numbers down once they determine their locations and 
they are satisfied that there are no other items although in this 
case he found after their scene documentation an additional 
bullet on the asphalt (street) in front of 2860 Folsom Street. 
After the evidence items are marked in their found location, that 
is when CSI begins photographing and the videography of the 
scene. 

S CNR whether the bullet he found on the street was photographed. 
S believed that even though that bullet was not numbered with a 
cone, because the overall photography and measurements had been 
all completed at that face. Therefore, S said that to introduce 
a new number into an already completed set of documented 
photographs tends to be more confusing. S said that he CNR if he 
directed Q2 Nibungco to photograph it in place or not. When 
asked if Q2 Nibungco leaving the scene to respond to Mission 
Station for the other documentation had anything to do with that 
bullet not being photographed in place, S said it was possible. 

S repeated the fired bullet found on the street was not marked or 
designated a given number. S stated the only way to determine if 
the bullet found on the street was photographed is to go through 
the CSI photographs to see if there is an unnumbered bullet on 
the surface. As S looked at the SFPD photographs, S stated it 
was in a parking lane on the West side of 2860 Folsom Street so 
it was in an area that was not occupied. 

Asked why does the CSI report states that said bullet was not 
numbered but was considered evidence, S said it was simply 
because it was there. S added that the package in which that 
bullet would have been placed prior to being booked would have 
indicated that it was not numbered at the scene. It was found 
way after the fact when they went through their final walk 
through. S continued looking at SFPD photographs to attempt to 
find the location or area photographed, and stated there does not 
appear to be a photograph of the unmarked fired bullet he found. 

Asked whether SFPD photograph #22 at least includes the area on 
the street where he found said fired bullet, S said that if the 
hedge in the middle of the photograph is 2860, which it is, then 
S said it was approximately six feet from the curb and the same 
side parking lane, not underneath a parked car. S said he had "a 
rough diagram (sketch) from the scene is shown here, it is noted 
as bullet and I remember I said we were walking, it was one of 
those moments that we forgot. Here is another one." S added 
that since they do not do caliber checks, which are impossible to 
do at the scene, but if there is firearms evidence of any type 
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within the crime scene, they pick it up slowly. S said the six 
feet on the rough notes is referring to its location. S said it 
was close enough to where the #9 bullet was recovered. 

S said later on that if it was pointed out to them that the 
unmarked vehicle photographed (#113, #114) had been parked in the 
northbound direction behind parked car #2 and was somehow 
involved, it would have been typically included in his sketch, 
and it would find a place in the diagram unlike secondary or 
tertiary vehicles that might show up or be there. S corroborated 
that the mode of arrival for the officers involved in the 
shooting would be evidence pertinent to their collection of 
evidence, provided that it was at the scene. 

Asked whether the fired bullet found corresponds to a .40 
caliber, S said CSI never sees the lab reports, which are 
generated by Homicide investigators. S said nobody has asked him 
that question. S said his communication with Homicide 
effectively ends shortly after the time of the incident. 

S said he could not establish any evidence about the position of 
the shooters from the damaged tiles across the street or from 
fired bullets found on the other side of the street except to say 
that they were across the street and to be more specific than 
that would be impossible. S said there is absolutely no way to 
tell whether the fired bullets found across the street 
corresponds with the two impacts found on 2860 Folsom Street. 

S said that without laboratory analysis to determine what might 
be on the surface of that bullet, there is no way to reconstruct 
that. For example, was that the bullet that passed through the 
deceased? S said he was not even sure what were the injuries 
upon the deceased, so he does not know. If asked for with the 
standard SFPD Form 64, that would be something the laboratory 
report would include. S said he would image Homicide would be 
typically interested to see if they can associate ballistic 
evidence with the specific firearm. S added there is no 
scientific way to say for sure that bullet A came from a 
particular source. In fact, S said he could not tell DPA what 
caliber was the found fired bullet on the street when they were 
essentially finished, and walking back to their car when he 
picked it up. 

S said they picked up, booked the evidence collected and 
documented and whatever happened afterwards was done by the crime 
laboratory and there is no impact on CSI because they are not 
part of the continuing investigation or interviews. 
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S said his professional opinion is that there were a total of 6 
rounds fired, which is supported by the recovery of 6 casings and 
later analysis of officers' firearms where there a total of 
cartridges unaccounted for. 

After his interview, S advised DPA that Q2 Shakur left SFPD to 
work in NY. 


5/18/17- The incident re: Attorney Anthony Brass attempting to 
enter a witness interview as a legal representative was discussed 
in the first staff meeting called by Acting Director M. Fortes 
who along with SI Ball praised me for how I handled the attorney. 

5/18/17- Sent NTA to Wit. Deni Nibungco 2390 - 5/30 @ 1pm 

05/25/17 - AD Fortes requested meeting and made the following instructions for this 
investigation: Due 6/2/17 - Prepare a list of the outstanding Officer Interviews that 
must be done to complete this investigation, and any documents the Department has 
not provided; Due 6/23/17 - Completed interview of Sgt. Montoya July 28 - Be 
prepared to discuss sustainability of any allegation in this case. 

August 27 - Deadline for completion of Sustained report (apparently if there is 
evidence that proves misconduct). 

5/30/17- Taped ( Wit Q2 Deni Nibungco #2390 ) DPA 

ND-The offs failed to comply with DGO 5.20.(Reboli/Tiffe) 

ND-The offs failed to comply with DGO 5.08.(Reboli/Tif fe) 

Q2 Ni bungco was not present when Q2 Reboli encountered HHH 
HI on the street & Q2 Tiffe encountered Amilcar Perez on the 
sidewalk of 2857 Folsom Street to verify or deny the allegation. 

UF-The offs used excessive force during a detention.(s ame) 

Q2 Ni bungco was not present when Q2 Reboli encountered 
Wm on t ^ ie street & Q2 Tiffe encountered Amilcar Perez on the 
sidewalk of 2857 Folsom Street to verify or deny the allegation. 

OCC Added ND-Failure to properly handle evidence.(ID Pending) 

Q2 Nibungco responded as part of the CSI team with Ins. Shouldice 
and Q2 Shakur. His unit identifier was 5L19. His notification 
was received via a call to his Department issued cellular 
telephone, but could not tell DPA the time of said call. 

Q2 Nibungco recalled that they responded in two vehicles, CNR if 
they arrived together, but they usually wait for each other to 
delegate labor, documenting, and collecting evidence. He does 
not remember why they were not accounted for their arrival on the 
crime scene in the log, but if the person handling the crime 
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scene log does not approach them, they usually go to that officer 
and tell him/her who they are and what unit they are from. 

Q2 Nibungco recalled seeing Sgt. Montoya on Folsom Street. He 
also recalled Sgt. Fong, who said hello to Q2 Rodelas because 
they worked together in Bayview. First, he CNR who briefed them 
during the initial walk through, and later remembered it was Sgt. 
Montoya. He said the only person that would make sense to have 
been also present during the initial briefing or walk through 
would be Sgt. Montoya because he worked at Mission Station at the 
time. Ins. Shouldice assigned him to be the photographer and as 
such, he did not take notes while photographing the crime scene 
or the officers. They use cell phones, not PIC radios. He also 
recalled 3 Medical Examiner employees arrived after they did. 

Q2 Nibungco said that while on Folsom Street, one of the three 
known Homicide inspectors on scene told them that the involved 
officers were at Mission Station. However, nobody told him that 
there was anything missing from the "Initial overall" pics (#9 & 
#10) depicting the crime scene as a whole from a distance. As he 
recalled Sgt. Montoya gave them the initial walk through, and 
while doing so, Q2 Rodelas (CSI Report writer) could have told 
him, "Hey when you do the pictures at Mission, their car is over 
there as well." He did not know the involved Q2s or Q2 Ellis, 

whom were not on Folsom Street when their CSI team arrived. 

% 

According to the crime scene log, he left the crime scene with Q2 
Shakur at 2342 hours and recalled Q2 Rodelas stayed with Ins. 
Shouldice. Usually two go and two stay to continue processing the 
evidence. He recalled one Q2 was in their lunch-room area and 
another was in the room with a chair for the DUI involuntary 
blood draw. 

Q2 Nibungco said he photographed the Silver Crown Victoria pics 
#113-#114 in the presence of Q2 Shakur who did not video-taped 
any aspect of where this vehicle was located. He recalled Sgt. 
Ravano told him on the sally port side area of the rear parking 
lot of Mission station to photograph the Silver Crown Victoria. 

He then said even before they went to Mission Station, he 
recalled a conversation with Sgt. Ravano on Folsom Street about 
the vehicle used by the involved officers to get to the crime 
scene. So, Q2 Nibungco corroborated that the Silver Crown 
Victoria was not on the crime scene on Folsom Street when he 
photographed the broad pics of the crime scene. Otherwise, it 
would be in pics #9 or #10, and would have found a place in the 
CSI diagram. Q2 Nibungco said that he did not know who was 
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responsible to tell him that the crime scene had been altered, 
but it's usually a patrol supervisor or Homicide sergeants. 

Q2 Nibungco said that when he first saw Amilcar Perez-Lopez, 
Amilcar was on his back (supine position) with his hands behind 
his back and covered by a Yellow blanket. He also recalled by 
looking at the CSI video that when they arrived an ambulance was 
already on scene and that Amilcar still had the leads on his 
stomach. He acknowledged there was a pool of blood next to 
Amilcar but said he did not know whether that indicated that he 
had been moved from his original falling position. 

Q2 Nibungco only recalled that the knife on the street close to 
the deceased person. He only recalled there were lots of 
officers securing the scene, and the deceased, but no one in 
particular standing next to the knife. He said it was the job of 
Q2 Rodelas to put cone number 8 next to the knife as he is 
discovering the evidence. He noted their tasks are 
interchangeable if an officer needs help with his/her task. 

Q2 Nibungco did not know Q2 Mayo and nobody told him that the 
knife had been moved. 

Q2 Nibungco said that he did not see anybody touching the body 
when he arrived on scene. He sawthebicycle on the sidewalk, but 
did not see another Latino detained in handcuffs 

anywhere. He said Sgt. Ravano told him that the Captain had Q2 
Ellis sequestered at the station as if she was involved as part 
of happened in the shooting crime scene so he photograph her per 
the directive from the Captain." 

Q2 Nibungco had no recollection of the fired bullet Ins. 

Shouldice found on the street IFO 2860 Folsom Street. He had no 
recollection of the intermittent lamp on that Street either. 
Nobody asked him to photograph said fired bullet. He responded 
that he could not establish the position of the officers involved 
from the evidence they gathered on scene. 

Q2 Nibungco recalled returning from Mission Station back to the 
crime scene to see if other CSI ‘staff needed their help, but they 
were fairly wrapped up. He did not remember Q2 Reboli or Q2 
Tiffe returning to the crime scene despite their re-entry in the 
crime scene log. 

— 1 ^ 
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06/01/17- Taped ( Wit. John Silvestri #4357) DPA 

ND-The offs failed to comply with DGO 5.20.(Reboli/Tiffe) 

ND-The offs failed to comply with DGO 5.08.(Reboli/Tiffe) 

Silvestri was not present when Q2 Reboli encountered 
on the street and Q2 Tiffe encountered Amilcar Perez on 
the east sidewalk of 2857 Folsom Street to either verify or deny 
either of the above two allegations. 

UF-The offs used excessive force during a detention.(same) 

Wit. Q2 Silvestri said he was driving w/ partner Q2 Lewis-Tankel 
on Castro/Market at the time this person with a knife (222) call 
came in. He said the 222 had been dispatched to them as part of 
the Car 4 sector. He said it took him from 2147 to approximately 
2158 hours- 11 minutes-to arrive on scene because he drove across 
the Mission District from Market & Castro Street, the one car 
sector. Therefore, wit. Q2 Silvestri was not present to witness 
the discharge to either prove or disprove this allegation. 

OCC Added ND-Failure to properly handle evidence.(ID Pending) 

Wit. Q2 Silvestri recalled arriving on scene as unit 3D14 with Q2 
Lewin-Tankel from the South through 25 th Street and parked 3-5 
houses South (below bottom of diagram used) from the body of 
Amilcar that was already handcuffed, laying on his back on the 
street between two parked cars. 

Wit. Q2 Silvestri said that when he showed up on scene, there 
were parked cars all over the place, in the middle of the street 
so he cannot remember if the unmarked Silver Crown Victoria car 
in SFPD pic #113, which he recognized as a "Cop car" was among 
them or not. He could not recall the type of cars on scene other 
than "There was a ton of cars" parked on Folsom Street. 

Wit. Q2 Silvestri recalled seeing Q2 Mayo (#1 in diagram) in 
proximity to the body talking with Q2 Obidi (#2) who was next to 
the handcuffed body lying on his back. He CNR Q2 Mayo standing 
IFO the long silver knife. He recalled there was no crime scene 
tape up yet. He also recalled Q^Joshu^C!abillo (#4) talking with 
the victim guy in the bicycle, , whom he confirmed 

was sitting down in handcuffs behind the blue Nissan as he 
approached the scene walking Northbound on the middle of Folsom 
Street. He walked past Q2 Cabillo up to Q2 Obidi to about 2 feet 
from the body. He recalled Q2 Ellis on scene but CNR what she 
was doing there. (See Diagram used by Q2 Silvestri to illustrate 
locations of Q2 Mayo, Q2 Obidi, and Q2 at the crime scene). He 
recalled no medic treating Amilcar Perez-Lopez. 


Wit. Q2 
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Wit. Q2 Silvestri said that since the 222 call of a person with a 
knife had been dispatched to them, he and Q2 Lewin-Tankel 
approached Sgt. Petuya (#8) on Folsom Street to ask whether they 
would be writing this report. Sgt. Petuya told him "No," that 
someone else would write it. He recalled Sgt. Petuya then told 
him that he would instead take Q2 Reboli to Mission Station and 
sequester him from coming in contact with witnesses and to keep 
other officers away from him. Q2 Silvestri said Q2 Lewin-Tankel 
was there but he did not know what directions did Sgt. Petuya 
gave him or who drove Q2 Tiffe to Co. D or in which vehicle. 

He knows that he drove Q2 Reboli alone in marked vehicle BW051 to 
Mission Station at approximately 2158 hours, because he wrote it 
in his statement. He assumed they got to Mission Station first, 
but he never saw his partner getting into a car with Q2 Tiffe on 
Folsom Street. 

Wit. Q2 Silvestri recalled thinking to himself while transporting 
Q2 Reboli from Folsom to the station that this guy had gone 
through a traumatic event so he drove purposefully slow to the 
point that at one point en route Q2 Reboli asking him to hurry up 
and take him to Mission Station. Q2 Silvestri CNR in what room of 
Mission Station he kept Q2 Reboli sequestered. He looked at CSI 
pictures where Q2 Reboli was photographed, but that did not help 
to refresh his memory about the room where Q2 Reboli was kept. 

He recalled CSI Q2 Nibungco came into the room to photograph Q2 
Reboli. He also recalled "Suits" walked into the room, but did 
not know or recognize Sgt. Ravano, Sgt. Dedet or Q2 Nibungco or 
who were the POA attorneys who may have had contact with Q2 
Reboli and Q2 Tiffe. He could not remember if he even heard 
people talking to Q2 Reboli in the room where he was sequestered. 
Wit. Q2 Silvestri said he does not know Sgt. Ravano even after 
looking at him on SFPD pictures on scene but denied hearing any 
suit talking to Q2 Nibungco, whom he knows and saw in the 
station, about photographing an unmarked vehicle. After POA 
executive board/lawyers came in the room, he stepped outside and 
gave them privacy. He d/n remember where he went after that. 

Wit. Q2 Silvestri CNR what he did and happened in his presence 
between 2210-0310 hours at Mission Station other than "Everything 
was like very slow" "What was I doing? I don't know. I was doing 
nothing basically." He recalled at some point going upstairs and 
seeing Q2 Tifee in the 2 nd floor kitchen, but CNR if his partner 
was there or which Q2 was keeping Q2 Tiffe sequestered. He also 
recalled a female from BSU, probably Sgt. Mary Dunnigan, came 
into the room to speak with Q2 Reboli, then he wrote his written 
statement at 0310 hours, and then he thinks they drove Q2 Tiffe 
home. He d/n remember anyone from BSU taking both Q2s to Folsom 
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Street and bringing them back to the station before he drove Q2 
Tiffe home. He does not know what happened with Q2 Reboli. 


6/2/17- Sent the following NTAs: 



Sgt. Anthony Ravano #929 - Thu 6/8 @ 1pm 
Isgt. Michael Petuya #1712 - Fri 6/23 @ 4pm 
I Q2 Elia Lewin-Tankel #4343- Tu 6/27 @ 130pm 


(Capt. Jaimerena told me he served it on Sgt. Ravano) 

Inv. Aulet 

06/05/17 - T/C to District Attorney's Office, LMTCB on VM of 
Jerry Rodriguez, the chief of Investigations, asking him to 
identify the lead investigator, and the Deputy PD, to see if we 
can set up a meeting with them to see what evidence might make 
its way to the DPA after the conclusion of their investigation. 



06/06/17 - Received an email from Sr. Inv. Ball regarding officer 
interviews. I set up a meeting to discuss the case on 06/08/17. 



06/07/17 - Received an email from AD Fortes asking for meeting on 
06/08/17. I responded that I am not in the office that day. I 
suggested 06/09/17 at 2:00 p.m. Also, email asked for information 
on the records received from the Department and transcripts of 
interviews of officers. I asked via email for Inv. Aulet to 
answer the questions. 

- Discussed case with Inv. Aulet. He asked that we initiate a 
request with SFPD Legal to view the Homicide file, to determine 
what we still need to obtain from the SFPD. He pointed out that 
he does not know what we don't have, as we do not know what is in 
their files. Sent email to DD Baltazar asking him to contact SFPD 
Legal to facilitate such a review of the H file. 

■ Received email from DD Baltazar that he would speak to Lt. 

Waaland at SFPD Legal. 
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06/08/17- Taped ( Witness Homicide Sgt. Anthony Ravano #929 ) DPA 
ND-The offs failed to comply with DGO 5.20. (Reboli/Tiffe) 

ND-The offs failed to comply with DGO 5.08.(Reboli/Tiffe) 

Sgt. Ravano was not on present when Q2 Reboli encountered Abraham 
on the street and Q2 Tiffe encountered Amilcar Perez on the east 
sidewalk IFO 2857 Folsom Street to either verify or deny the 
allegation. 

During his interview, he referred to the homicide recorded 
interviews of Q2 Reboli and Q2 Tiffe with the aid of homicide 
Inspector, now retired Lt. Daniel Dedet, for clarity over these 
allegations. The fact remains that Homicide did not know and/or 
did not address these allegations during their interviews about 
discharging their weapons while in plainclothes in an unmarked 
vehicle. All homicide supplied were pictures of Q2 Reboli 
displaying his star on the right hip of his belt right in front 
of his firearm while Q2 Tiffe displayed his on a chain around his 
neck. 

UF-The offs used excessive force during a detention.(same) 

Sgt. Ravano acknowledged reviewing SFMTA footage showing Amilcar 
and on different sides of a parked vehicle but he had not 

analyzed it to determine where was that location in relation to 
the OIS crime scene or how much earlier than the discharges. 

Sgt. Ravano corroborated the Goggle diagram he and Sgt. Dedet 
used during their homicide interview of Q2 Reboli and provided 
DPA a color copy of said diagram showing house structures on 
Folsom Street. That Goggle diagram shows number "3" as the 
position Q2 Reboli said he stood on the sidewalk, in front of 
2857 Folsom Street, during his discharges towards Amilcar Perez 
Lopez. 

Sgt. Ravano went over the transcript to confirm that Q2 Reboli 
recalled living the lights of his vehicle on when he exited it 
while the engine was on. Thus, the lights of his vehicle were 
pointing towards the east sidewalk IFO 2857 Folsom Street where 
he and Q2 Tiffe interacted with Amilcar Perez Lopez. He also 
acknowledged that Q2 Reboli stated that the area was pretty dark 
but that Amilcar Perez Lopez was fairly clear to him 

Sgt. Ravano corroborated his recorded interview of the lady 
across Folsom street who saw cops arrive on scene in a Gray car 
in lane of traffic, seemed one of them had a gun out, saw 
flashlights, heard an undercover cop yelling, hear^shoo^mq, but 
d^^no^se^^Uien heard noises in house, and took 

further inside the residence. 
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Sgt. Ravano said the first time he saw Amilcar Perez Lopez, he 
was still handcuffed on his side or on his back. Therefore, he 
said Amilcar would have had to have been moved at some point, but 
he did not know the distance. One of the officers involved 
handcuffed Amilcar and Q2 Obidi performed CPR on him. He said the 
paramedics would have pronounced his death followed by the 
Medical Examiner who examined and ultimately took custody of the 
body. He said that he saw where the blood was, saw a knife a few 
feet nearby, and shell casings on scene. 


Sgt. Ravano said Sgt. Gordon memorialized that during his canvass 
he spoke with Amilcar's two roommates, "Two people who didn't see 
anything, but heard gunshots." He believed Sgt. Gordon does not 
speak Spanish. Through Inspector Dedet he learned that 
Idid not want to discuss the incident. 


Sgt. Ravano said he did not see on scene, that his 

first time was when t hey inter viewed^^^^^fat the Hall of 
Justice. He believed s general location at the time of 

the discharges was at the front of the vehicle, wh ich was 
consistent with the officers' statements. He said was 

moved to the rear of the vehicle after the discharges. Sgt. 
Ra vano said homi cide did not do a formal credibility assessment 
of as a witness, because their investigations are 

evidence based and that they ca nnot manipulat e his statement. 

Sgt. Ravano acknowledged he saw ^^^^^^^^^^^^^fe^days afte^^^ 
theshooting at the same building where^^^^^^^^^^| and 
IHm reside, which surp rised him but would not consider it an 
inconsistency to discredit credibility. 

Sgt. Ravano said he was in constant contact with investigators 
and deputy D.A.'s to whom he provided inform ation as they got it. 
In fact, he said the D.A.'s office knew that was a 

few days after the shooting within 50 feet from where it happened 
even though he had said that he did not know any of the people 
there. He said it is the D.A.' office who would look at the 
credibility of a victim or witness such as 

Sq^Ravanosaid thatdespitetwo requests for the statements of 

and given to the D.A.'s office, he 

was told that the D.A. assured two individuals that their 
statements would not be shared with the S.F.P.D. Sgt. Ravano CNR 
if they had a sit down with the D.A.'s to make a presentation for 
this homicide investigation. The MOU between the agencies states 
that SFPD needs to provide everything to the D.A. but not 
necessarily the other way around. He concurred that it was a 
matter of secondsbetweenthe time the officers first made 
contact with to the discharges. 
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OCC Added ND-Failure to properly handle evidence.(ID Pending) 

Sgt. Ravano would not disclose where he was when he received a 
cell phone call at 10:15 p.m. about this OIS from DOC, for he 
said that his location at the time of the call is not relevant to 
the DPA investigation. He said he was transferred to Northern 
Station's SIT in late August of 2016 before the new electronic 
text notification system on his Dept issued cell phone. 

He said there is a collective command on OIS scenes sharing 
different responsibilities between CSI, Patrol, Investigations, 
and the Medical Examiner. CSI documents the physical evidence 
within the crime scene. Sgt. Ravano said patrol was responsible 
to maintain and document an approximate time each SFPD member 
enters and exits the crime scene by documenting it in the crime 
scene log. The Medical Examiner handled the examination of the 
body and its autopsy ultimately producing a report. 

Sgt. Ravano said'homicide sergeant Canning was the first among 
homicide investigators on scene and very likely briefed him and 
Ins. Dedet as to what generally happened on scene. According to 
his notes, several people identified Q2 Reboli and Q2 Tifee as 
the officers involved and Q2 Cabillo and Q2 Ellis was two witness 
officers. However, his notes do not indicate who told him that. 

Sgt. Ravano saw no one handling the knife while he was on scene. 
He CNR if anyone told him it had been moved; otherwise that would 
be noted as part of the investigation. He was aware that the 
D.A.'s office had an issue with the body of Amilcar being moved 
prior to the arrival of D.A. investigators, but denied any 
impropriety with the movement of the body to administer CPR, 
which is rendering aid. He said that he was not aware of the 
body being moved other than to administer CPR, to handcuff him, 
to assess by paramedics and pronounce death, and an examination 
by the Medical Examiner of the body to receive items with it. 

Sgt. Ravano said that he did not know why the fired bullet found 
by CSI Ins. Shouldice on the asphalt IFO 2858 Folsom noted in the 
CSI report was not photographed or video graphed. He knew that 
2858 Folsom had been stuck but did not know why CSI did not mark 
or photographed the fired bullet later found on the asphalt. 

Sgt. Ravano also did not whether one of the crime labs had 
determined what recovered bullets or casings had been associated 
with either of the 2 guns seized from the officers involved. 

He stated that based on the location where the cartridge casings 
fell and officers' statements, the house at 2855 Folsom was in 
line with their statements and did a backdrop for the field of 
fire. However, he could not attribute both impacts on that house 
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to Q2 Reboli although they were likely caused by one of the two 
guns fired. When pressed for which officer likely discharged 
against the house, Sgt. Ravano replied he's no trajectory expert. 
Besides, he said no crime lab request involved a trajectory 
analysis. Sgt. Ravano stated he knew the residents heard thuds 
against the dwelling and believe no bullet penetrated it. 

Instead of answering whether the discharges were safe or unsafe 
given the officers' backgrounds, Sgt. Ravano stated that he 
believed the officers did not know anyone was in the house, and 
that he made no analysis of the house, meaning he made no 
discharge analysis to see if they were within or outside policy. 

Sgt. Ravano said he is on SFPD Pic #13 next to patrol car 111. 
Sgt. Ravano did not know whether the subject in the back seat of 
that patrol car at the time the photo was taken was Abraham Perez 
or any other subject. It was his recollection that when he 
arrived on Folsom Street, paramedics had already left the scene. 
He recalled being aware when SFPD Pic #10 was taken and 
recognized he was in the Pic but CNR being informed that anything 
was missing from that crime scene frame, but recalled it was 
conveyed to him that the unmarked vehicle driven by the shooting 
officers was a "Gray Crown Victoria assigned to Mission station" 
that was moved before the crime scene was documented. Ravano CNR 
who but believed he was told while on Folsom Street that the 
unmarked Silver Crown Victoria photographed by CSI Q2 Nibungco in 
SFPD Pics #113-115 was moved to the Mission Station parking lot 
prior to his arrival at 2250 hours, per his notes. Sgt. Ravano 
said he was not particularly excited about that because he would 
have liked to see the vehicle and where it was parked on scene. 

Later on, Sgt. Ravano said that he did not know whether he heard 
someone else saying that the vehicle had been moved to Mission 
Station parking lot. Sgt. Ravano said, however, that later on 
they determined an approximate parked location of the unmarked 
vehicle on scene based on interview statements. Sgt. Ravano 
stated that the rectangle further South in Officer Reboli's 
diagram during his homicide interview would represent the 
approximate location of the unmarked vehicle (at 2857 Folsom 
Street). Sgt. Ravano said seeing the vehicle parked on scene 
would have provided some more illumination on the street itself. 
By the time he arrived on scene, he said the involved officers 
and those who transported them to Mission Station were gone. 
However, he believed an involved officer was transported to the 
station in their unmarked vehicle, but he did not interview 
either one to know that. (DPA did) 
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Sgt. Ravano said that neither SFPD Homicide nor the D.A.'s office 
attempted to recreate the crime scene illuminated with another 
vehicle in its original position. He concurred that that is of 
evidentiary value in order to understand what was moved, not 
necessarily to find out who told him that it was actually moved. 

Sgt. Ravano said he very likely spoke with Sgt. Montoya on scene 
and might have heard that Montoya received the public safety 
statement from someone else, he could not recall. He very 
likely also spoke with Sgt. Thomas Fong on scene but CNR about 
what. He saw Lt. Mark Im but CNR speaking to him or Sgt. Martin 
Van Dyke #479. He said Capt. Perea responded very quickly to 
this OIS, may have spoken with him or at least received 
information regarding a statement from Abraham Lopez. He also 
spoke briefly with Bayview Lt. Mario Molina but CNR where or what 
about. He may have also spoken with Bayview Sgt. Jason Garden 
but CNR the content. 

The crime Scene Log shows that he arrived at 2311 hours, (another 
example of how unreliability is the crime scene log) and that 
whomever had information that the crime scene had been altered 
(car moved) before it could be documented was responsible to 
inform him. Sgt. Ravano said that once he was aware they did not 
have pictures of the vehicle on scene, he directed Q2 Nibungco at 
Mission Station to take pictures of the car and the two officers 
involved. He knew Q2 Domonique Ellis was photographed but did 
not know why because he never believed she was an involved 
officer. He recalled no specific conversation with Mission Capt. 
Daniel Perea and CNR hearing Capt. Perea direct anyone to 
photograph Q2 Ellis. He only recalled seeing Q2 Nibungco at 
Mission Station. 

Despite using the names of all Mission and Bayview patrol 
supervisors on scene, CSI personnel, and Homicide investigators 
over a dozen times in different questions, Sgt. Ravano apologized 
but said he CNR who told him the unmarked Crown Victoria was 
moved from the crime scene to the Mission Station parking lot. 
Sgt. Ravano said that ideally he would have liked to have the 
vehicle in its original position in order to have CSI documented 
its location and its illumination with photographs and video 
recording for the investigation. 

Sgt. Ravano recalled North & South crime scene tapes, but CNR who 
was there or what Q2s did; that responsibility lies with patrol. 
Sgt. Ravano recalled Inspector Dedet asked officers to leave the 
crime scene unless they had a specific duty in it. 
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6/08/17- I spoke with Rena Faagau of SFPD Legal Division re: 
item (24), "Video/Audio homicide interview(s)" of Q2 Reboli or Q2 
Tiffe that Inv. Ivas requested on 3/19/95 via manual fax in the 
original SFPD-OCC Document Request and Tracking Form for IOS 
cases. Rena had confirmed possession of said form, but asked for 
time to locate and bring volumes of binders to go over all copied 
disks with me on the phone next Monday. 

Inv. Aulet 

06/09/17 - Faxed 2 NRR to SFPD Legal for up to date copies of the 
(SFPD 298) Chronological Report of Investigations from homicide 
and Admin IAD, separately. 

Inv. Aulet 

06/12/17- uploaded to wordjet interviews of HH| 


and Wit 

Inv. Aulet 


for transcripts. 


06/14/17- Rena and I spent 2 hours on the telephone going over 
each one of the CD disks SFPD kept as copy of what Legal Division 
has given OCC/DPA. We established that SFPD never produced item 
(24), "Video/Audio homicide interview(s)" of Q2 Reboli or Q2 
Tiffe that Inv. Ivas requested on 3/19/95 via manual fax in the 
original SFPD-OCC Document Request and Tracking -Form for IOS 
cases. However, she was ill last Thursday, Friday and yesterday 
Monday 6/13/17 she did not have the time to do so either. 

We further established^Uia^SFPD ha^no^g^en OCC/DPA CDs number 
3/16 intervie^o^^^^^^^^m or CD number 3/16 

(9) interview of ^ Rena will copy & forward to DPA soon. 


06/19/17 -Send NTA for Sgt. Montoya #1522-Thu 7/6 @ 330pm. 

06/23/17- Sent NTA for Q2 Tiffe - Mon 7/10 @ 1pm 
- Sent NTA for Q2 Reboli- Tue 7/25 @ 1pm 

06/27/17- Taped l 1 Ili a Lewin-Tankel #4343 ) DPA 

Q2 Lewin-Tankel was 5 years with SFPD, 1 year on patrol. 

Q2 Lewin said they responded to this incident at 2145 hours 
driving Code 3 so they got to Folsom Street rather fast, 
approximately a couple of minutes later (2147?). Q2 Lewin CNR but 
probably was the passenger. They arrived to Folsom Street facing 
Northbound from 25th Street. The officers on scene were Q2 
Reboli, Q2 Tiffe, Q2 Cabillo, Q2 Ellis , Q2 Obidi doing CPR, the 
person shot, and another male behind the car. 
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ND-The offs failed to comply with DGO 5.20.(Reboli/Tiffe) 

ND-The offs failed to comply with DGO 5.08.(Reboli/Tiffe) 

Q2 Lewin-Tankel was not present before or during the discharges. 
He CNR what either Q2 was wearing or what they look like to 
verify or deny if they were displaying their stars when he 
arrived on scene with Q2 Silvestri. 

UF-The offs used excessive force during a detention.(same) 

Q2 Lewin recalled hearing someone broadcast "Shots fired" while 
en route to Folsom Street where officers reportedly were involved 
in an (OIS) officer involved shooting, and then someone called 
requested through dispatch for a supervisor. 

Q2 Lewin was not present before or during the discharges to 
either verify or deny facts related to this allegation. He said 
that by the time they got there, he did not see Tiffe or Q2 
Rebolli with their weapons drawn. 


OCC Added ND-Failure to properly handle evidence. (ID Pending) 

Q2 Lewin said he reviewed his written statement for report 150 
178 555 and corroborated that it is accurate and complete as he 
wrote on the morning of 2/27/15 when he was 3D14E with Q2 
Silvestri. 

Q2 Lewin said Q2 Silvestri parked their marked patrol car 
somewhere before the OIS crime scene, and both ran towards it. 
When they arrived on scene, he recalled Q2 Obidi was performing 
CPR on the suspect who was shot (Amilcar Perez Lopez). He said 
that since he saw a fire truck on scene probably medics took over 
Q2 Obidi performing CPR but the last person he saw in contact 
with the body was Q2 Obidi. He believed that he was no longer 
present when the Medical Examiner arrived. 

There was a knife and someone standing next to it but CNR who. He 
believed that Sgt. Petuya immediately instructed him to transport 
Q2 Tiffe #1312 to Mission Station. He CNR what instruction Sgt. 
Petuya gave to Q2 Silvestri as to what to do with Q2 Reboli even 
though they were standing together, but he left with Q2 Tiffe 
before Sgt. Petuya gave instructions to Q2 Silvestri. Q2 Lewin 
corroborated that his partner used their patrol car to transport 
Q2 Reboli to Mission Station at 2158 hours, and he drove Q2 Tiffe 
in a marked patrol car that Sgt. Petuya pointed to. He said that 
he knew Q2 Tiffe and Q2 Reboli were using a grey unmarked vehicle 
that night because the D.A. recreation of it mentions them using 
an unmarked vehicle, but he CNR seeing it among many cars there. 
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There were many vehicles in this chaotic scene. He recalled a 
supervisor broadcast for officers to clear a lane of traffic for 
fire and medics ingress and egress and seeing a fire truck on 
scene when he arrived. He recalled cars being moved, but he CNR 
where cars were parked or who moved them, including the Silver 
unmarked Crown Victoria. 

Q2 Lewin said he did not see Q2 Mayo, Sgt. Anthony Montoya, Sgt. 
Thomas Fong, Captain Perea or Sgt. Ravano on the OIS scene. 

Q2 Lewin recalled both involved officers were transported away 
from Folsom Street simultaneously in different patrol cars and he 
recalled Q2 Cabillo was also walking towards another patrol car 
to be driven away from the scene. 

Q2 Lewin recalled that Q2 Tiffe was sequestered in the Mission 
Station DUI blood draw room on the first level, and after seeing 
CIS pictures confirmed that is where CSI Nibungco photographed 
Q2 Tiffe, and where a POA attorney came to speak with Q2 Tiffe in 
private. He recollection is that after he wrote his written 
statemanent ending at 0310 hours, he drove Q2 Tiffe home and Q2 
Silvestri drove Q2 Reboli to his home. He recalled nothing else 
happened between 0155 and 0310 hours. 


06/23/17- Attorney Peter Furst representing Q2 Reboli said to me 
he saw NTA info about 7/25/17 interview, that he is out of state 
and committed to trial in August, but that he will seek 
substitute counsel to represent Q2 Reboli. He asked if 7/25 could 
be rescheduled and I replied I did not know what July would bring 
or the consequences of the pending court of appeals case so I 
could not postpone the case to August at this time. 

Inv. Aulet 

06/27/17- Taped ( Sgt. Michael Petuya #1312 ) DPA Peter Furst,esq. 
ND-The offs failed to comply with DGO 5.20.(Reboli/Tiffe) 

Since he was not present dur^i^th^OI^ Sgt. Petuya could not 
address the LEP issue with or Amilcar Perez-Lopez. 

ND-The offs failed to comply with DGO 5.08.(Reboli/Tiffe) 

Sgt. Petuya arrived to the OIS crime scene at 2151 hours 
according to DEM and per the crime scene log possibly at 2154 
hours. Sgt. Petuya said he did not notice whether or not either 
involved officer was displaying his star. 
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UF-The offs used excessive force during a detention.(same) 

Sgt. Petuya said he d/n see the OIS crime scene to provide any 
response to our questions other than, "I don't recall." He 
recalled no broadcasts before, during or after the OIS. 

OCC Added ND-Failure to properly handle evidence.(ID Pending) 

Sgt. Petuya would not even acknowledge that he arrived at 2151 
hours to Folsom Street despite his "10-97" broadcast recorded on 
DEM CAD. He did not recall he summoned Q2 Cota and Q2 Galligan, 
3D92, to meet him at the crime scene or meeting them in person 
there. Soon thereafter he admitted 3D92 was the unit that wrote 
the initial IR but CNR making the broadcast, "Okay. I am going to 
need you guys to 904 me at the crime scene. We're going to get 
you two to take care of the report for me" and that the CAD entry 
by 3D92 on CAD, "To do report for the 3 David 118" was a 
confirmation that he designated those officers over the air to 
write the initial incident report for this OIS. He added there 
was no particular reason why he was not the reviewing sergeant of 
that report. He had no recollection of what he did for the next 
31 minutes until 2222 hours at the OIS scene. 

He denied seeing the deceased or who came in contact with it. 

He maintained that his presence at the OIS scene was brief. 

Sgt. Petuya was shown the CSI crime scene pictures and CSI 

diagram to scale, but he said that he did not recognize the scene 

in the paper diagram or the property items in the CSI pictures as 

part of the crime scene. He CNR where the involved officers, Q2 

Ellis, Q2 Cabillo, Q2 Obidi, Q2 Mayo, Sgt. 

Montoya, Sgt. Thomas Fong or Captain Daniel Perea were when he 

was arrived on scene. He maintained that he did not even 

visualize Q2 Silvestri or Q2 Lewin-Tankel or any of the members 

mentioned above other than Q2 Tiffe and Q2 Reboli. He might have 

received some directives from Lt. Mark Im, but none that he 

recalled. He CNR recall how far from the deceased suspect he 

stood while on scene either. 

• 

Sgt. Petuya also CNR directing Q2 Silvestri and Q2 Lewin-Tankel 
to transport and sequester Q2 Reboli and Q2 Q2 Tiffe at Mission 
Station. Sgt. Petuya also CNR if did point or not to any vehicle 
for Q2 Lewin-Tankel to use to transport Q2 Tiffe to Mission 
station for sequestration, but might do that. Sgt. Petuya CNR if 
he saw or heard Sgt. Montoya issuing the same order to the same 
officers. He CNR even that there were lots of marked vehicles at 
this OIS. He CNR if he saw a vehicle or the unmarked vehicle in 
SFPD pics 113, 114 that was used by Q2 Tiffe and Q2 Reboli 
double-parked in the Northbound direction behind the Blue Nissan. 
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He CNR seeing Q2 Silvestri transport Q2 Reboli in his marked 
vehicle or Q2 Lewin-Tankel drive Q2 Reboli away to respond 
whether it was in the involved officers' unmarked vehicle. 

He denied seeing who drove the unmarked vehicle to Co.D. 

He even stated that he CNR Q2 Tiffe or Q2 Reboli working in 
plainclothes that evening. In fact, he denied knowing that the 
involved officers used the unmarked vehicle in pic 113 that 
night. He also denied knowing that such vehicle was moved from 
the its double-parked position on the crime scene. Asked whether 
anyone mentioned that to him, his response was "Not that I 
remember." He denied knowing/recognizing Homicide Sgt. Ravano. 

He denied telling Sgt. Ravano that the unmarked vehicle was at 
Mission Station. He saw no homicide investigator on scene. 

Sgt. Petuya agreed that the involved officers' mode of arrival is 
pertinent evidence collection to an OIS investigation. He had no 
recollection what he did or who was maintaining the crime scene 
log when he exited the crime scene. Sgt Petuya denied hearing 
anyone tell Sgt. Ravano when he at Mission station at some point 
in time that night that the officers' unmarked vehicle was now in 
the station's parking lot. 

When DPA began discussing Sgt. Petuya's unit history that late 
evening and early the following morning, Sgt. Petuya stated that 
he responded to two additional possible shootings, one at 
25 th /York & Curtis Hotel on 594 Valencia Street, but he CNR 
responding to them two years ago. Yet, he stated that 3 
continuous calls involving shootings in one night at Mission 
District is neither unique nor common. None of the 3 shooting 
calls were related. His response to Mission Station appears to be 
between 0105 and 0204 hours, but he denied any involvement with 
OIS investigation follow up at Mission Station. 

Sgt. Petuya also denied seeing Q2 Nibungco with Q2 Shakur at 
Mission Station. 


6/28/17- Attorney Michael Whelan Jr. emailed me he is not 
available on any of Q2 Tiffe's July working days including 7/10. 

I called him, quoted DGO 2.04 II.D language, and provided him 
examples used by other attorneys in this case in order to 
reschedule and still conduct Q2 interviews in July. 

I then issued a detailed reminder email of the suggestions and my 
offering any date/time/hour in July in which he and his client 
are willing to reschedule. 

Inv. Aulet 
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6/28/17- Rec'd correspondence from SFPD Legal Division: 

A strangely worded letterrefers to NRRof3/9/16 to produce the 

. and 

I summarized/transcribed each and placed them with other 
witnesses recorded by Homicide Sergeants in the Black Homicide 
Binder. I LMTC for Lt. Waaland w/ SI Ball in my office. 

We called Rena @ SFPD Legal and she clarified that the recent 
requests for chronological updates of Homicide & IAD are pending. 
Inv. Aulet 

6/28/17- Rec'd SFPD Legal response with IAD updated Chrono: 

New entries post 2/18/16. Sgt. Crudo verified Sgt. Ravano had 
received no update from D.A.'s office who had made no charging 
decision. Mentions on 7/19/16 the Chronicle Vivian Ho article, 
"SF may keep ofs from investigating each other in shootings." 

IAD created an allegation out of D.A. statements, reviewed 
evidence, data sources, attempted to interview but could only 
discuss with ME Dr. Ellen Moffat who said SFPD did not interfere, 
that SFPD does not direct them to do anything; they investigate 
independently. No remarkable or unusual police interaction. 
Removed the body when ready, not when ordered. Spoke to criminal 
investigators on scene, but were not ordered or directed to 
remove the body. CSI video consistent with Dr. Moffett account. 

Sgt. Crudo's entry of 6/16/17 refers to Sgt. Ravano's report from 
Homicide. Discussion with DC Moser = not likely to be able to 
present OIS 15-003 on 6/28/17 before the (FDRB), and that his 
Admin report still has not been completed pending Homicide 
summary , and signed off. Sgt. Crudo noted targeting next FDRB 
for OIS presentation. City Attorney James Hannawalt asked for 
audio recording of IAD interviews and latest chrono. 


6/30/17- Rec'd cc email from Att. Michael Whelan Jr. to Q2 Craig 
Tiffe labeling my actions to require Q2 Tiffe to reschedule his 
interview himself in order to commit him to another date/time of 
their choice as "Ridiculous." The attorney, however, directed Q2 
Tiffe to comply with my order to call me in order to record his 
rescheduled commitment. 

Inv. Aulet 

6/30/17- Email to SI Ball and DD Baltazar asking whether SFPD 
Legal Division Lt. Waaland has responded to DD Baltazar's request 
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of 6/7/17 for Inv. Aulet to review the Homicide Case File at 
Legal and when? 

Inv. Aulet 

07/05/17- 1044am, Q2 Tiffe rescheduling his interview on 
voicemail as previously agreed to Monday 7/31 @ 1pm. 

Inv. Aulet 

07/06/17 - DD Baltazar notified me SFPD Lt. Waaland offered 7/13 
@ 9am for the review of the SFPD Homicide case file at HOJ. SI 
Ball and myself requested the appt for 7/13 @ 10am instead. 

Inv. Aulet 

07/06/17 -- ( Sgt. Anthony Montoya #1522 ) DPA Rep Paul Chignell 
ND-The offs failed to comply with DGO 5.20.(Reboli/Tiffe) 

Since he was not present duringtheOIS, Sgt. Montoya could not 
address the LEP issue with ^//////////////^ or Amilcar Perez-Lopez. 
Sgt. Montoya did not even recall hearing the broadcasts in which 
dispatcher advised responding officers that the two subjects, one 
chasing another with a knife, were LMA yelling at each other in 
Spanish. 

ND-The offs failed to comply with DGO 5.08. (Reboli/Tiffe) 

Sgt. Montoya was not on scene prior to the discharges to either 
verify or deny this allegation. Sgt. Montoya said he could not 
recall if either involved officer was displaying his star. 

UF-The offs used excessive force during a detention, (same) 

Sgt. Montoya said he CNR any of the broadcasts before the 
shooting but heard Q2 Ellis broadcast that shots were fired. 

He CNR Q2 Cabillo broadcasting that the male with a gunshot to 
the chest needed an ambulance or that this was an OIS. He just 
wrote that he responded to this OIS with Sgt. Fong in his 
statement later on. However, he said that he went directly to Q2 
Dominique Ellis who was with Q2 Cabillo mid-block on Folsom 
street between 24 th -25 th Street because Ellis had made the 
broadcast, but would not mark the diagram with a C to depict that 
location. He assumed that Q2 Cabillo and Q2 Ellis were the 
officers involved in the OIS. Officer Cabillo then told him that 
Q2 Reboli and Tiffe had been involved in the shooting, and that 
they were mid-block on Folsom Street, between 24th and 25th. 

Sgt. Montoya said he arrived to the OIS crime scene sometime 
before 2154 when he notified dispatched that he had secured the 
involved officers' public safety statements. He CNR where he saw 
the involved officers. He CNR on which sidewalk he stood with 
each involved officer to ask in what direction each fired his 
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weapon as part of such public safety statements. He alluded to 
moving a lot and could not even tell if he was stationary or in 
movement while taking those two public safety statements. He CNR 
either whether he asked each officer where they stood when they 
discharged their weapon. He could not even answer whether that 
is a question in taking a public safety statement unless he could 
pull his Department issued blue card out as a reference. He 
pulled it but did not see that question in the blue card. 

Sgt. Montoya saw Q2 Ellis on the street but CNR what she was 
doing and could not mark the diagram with an E for the location 
where he first saw her on scene. He saw Q2 Obidi providing CPR to 
Amilcar Perez-Lopez but said he could not draw an 0 in the 
diagram where he first saw him. He CNR seeing Q2 Mayo on scene. 

He also had someone drive Q2 Ellis back to Mission station 
because she looked pretty shaken up, but did not believe she was 
involved. He then remained on scene at the direction of his Lt., 
Mark Im but CNR what he did specifically there. He saw Captain 
Perea on scene but CNR if he mentioned anything alike to Q2 Ellis 
being an involved shooter. 

OCC Added ND-Failure to properly handle evidence.(ID Pending) 

Sgt. Montoya said he CNR if he briefed CSI members about the OIS 
crime scene at any time that night on Folsom Street. He said 
that Q2 Laranotte was working with a very large incident and he .. 
is sure that the Q2 was doing the best he could to document in 
the crime scene log the people coming into and going out of the 
crime scene. 

Sgt. Montoya said as he wrote that he directed Q2 Lewin-Tankel 
#4343, and Officer Silvestri #4351, transport Q2 Reboli and Q2 
Tiffe separately to Mission Station shortly after he obtained the 
public safety statements from the involved officers. He could 
not explain how he articulated such directive; CNR if it was his 
first time. He CNR how or where he contacted Q2 Silvestri & Q2 
Lewin-Tankel. He CNR hearing Sgt. Petuya issue the same 
directives to those officers. He c/n confirm any of the 
statements on scene by Q2 Silvestri or Q2 Lewin-Tankel. 

He did not know if the involved officers were transported in the 
same vehicle because he does not remember being driven away. 

He CNR if he directed Q2 Lewin-Tankel what vehicle to use to 
transport Q2 Tiffe. He said that he would leave it to the 
discretion of Q2 Lewin-Tankel to pick the additional vehicle to 
use to transport Q2 Tiffe to the station. He does not recall 
pointing out any vehicle for Q2 Lewin-Tankel to use to transport 
Q2 Tiffe. 
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Sgt. Montoya recalled no detail relevant to the location or 
movement of the unmarked Silver Crown Victoria driven to Folsom 
Street by Q2 Reboli or its parked location or when or who moved 
it from the crime scene to either prove or disprove this 
allegation. He repeatedly answered, "I don't remember." 

Sgt. Montoya CNR if he had any conversation with homicide Sgt. 
Ravano on Folsom Street or if he heard him talk about the 
unmarked vehicle driven by the involved officers. He said that he 
did not even know which vehicle had Q2 Tiffe & Q2 Reboli used 
that night. He was at Folsom Street until 0017 hours. 

Sgt. Montoya denied any contact with medic team 71 member. 

He CNR seeing anyone other than Q2 Obidi with the body. 

He only recalls a large fixed-blade knife near the body, but CNR 
if any Q2 stood by it. He denied moving the knife or seeing 
anyone moving it. He did not know Dr. Moffett and CNR seeing her 
that night. He CNR seeing CSI Ins. Shouldice locating any 
casings and CNR if two rounds struck 2858 Folsom Street. 

Sgt. Montoya denied returning the this OIS scene. He CNR hearing 

that the involved officers returned to the OIS scene. He said, 

however, that it is common practice to return to the scene with 
the homicide inspectors to get a better understanding and picture 
of how the scene unfolded. 


07/10/17- uploaded 3 interviews of Silvestri, Ravano, Petuya via 
hightail.com to wordjet (Stephanie Yee) after DD Baltazar's 
approval. 


Inv. Aulet 


7/13/17- I went with SI Ball to Homicide to review their case 
file, and get copies of documents DPA does not have. 04" of docs) 


Inv. Aulet 


7/18/17- Saw that Fax queue had the proof of service for Q2 Tiffe 
four times. No POS for Q2 Reboli. I called Mirna Melendez at 
Mission Station who checked the log and said nothing has been 
received at Mission Station regarding Q2 Reboli. I reported that 
both notices were sent in the same intra office mail manila 
envelope. She asked me to send her an email with the NTA, for 
she was leaving for the day to check tomorrow morning. 

7/19/17- Called Furst & Pendergast (415)749-3200: 

Peggy (Margaret) Pendergast answered, confirmed Peter Furst is on 
VA. She would be the alternate attorney Furst had in mind, but 
she knew nothing about Q2 Reboli's interview on 7/25 @ 1pm 
because she will not be in town next week. 

She could get in touch w/ Reboli if he's in town - on VA 
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Scanned & emailed to the firm Q2 Reboli's Aug working schedule. 

7/19/17- Called Mirna @ Mission Station; working on a project, 
has not been able to look at email. Later. 

7/20/17 -rec'd SFPD Legal response re: Memo from Capt Walsh about 

DA allegations = No memo responsive to your request. Please 

clarify. SI Ball will call Lt. Waaand about 7/19/16 entry on 
page 4 of IAD chronological report. 

7/25/17- Rec'd transcripts of Q2 Silvestri, Homicide Sgt. Ravano, 
and Sgt. Petuya. Forwarded invoice to P. Thomson. 

Inv Aulet 

7/25/17- Rec'd SFPD Legal Response re: NRR about a Memo from 

Amilcar Perez Lopez coalition to Capt. Walsh re: police 

improprieties on Folsom St on 2/26/15 including screen shots of 
messages from D.A. Gascon: See document attached in 
correspondence binder. 

07/28/17 - Rec'd SFPD Legal Response re NRR: Document used by 
DOC/Op Center on 2/26/15 to make notifications of the OIS: 

The following were not checked on the corresponding 
Box for being notified: 

Supervisor David Campos, Med Liaison Sgt. Kiesel, 

DPH Crisis Team "DNMC", Bob Lotti Park Ranger manager, 

OCC Deputy Director Erick Baltazar on the SFPD DOC OIS list for 
this case was checked as notified on 2/26/15 @ 2215 hours. 

(He responded to Folsom Street with SI Steve Ball) 

Assistant District Attorney Ray Chang was checked as notified on 
2/26/15 at 2230 hours. 

07/31/17- ( Q2 Craig Tiffe #1312 ) DPA Rep Michael Whelan, esq. 

Q2 Tiffe stated he was 3D39 with Q2 Reboli from 1400-2400 hours. 
Q2 Tiffe said he is 5'9" tall, about 180 lbs., is right handed. 

He and Q2 Reboli worked in plainclothes in unmarked vehicle 
He said they were in the area of Alabama Street about 3 blocks 
East of 24 th /Folsom Street when the 222 call came in. He could 
only recall Q2 Reboli drove and they entered Folsom from 25 th 
Street and approached it in the Northbound direction. The 
unmarked vehicle had no low band radio, but does have an MVT. 

Q2 Tiffe recalled 3D14E was dispatched or came out to take this 
222 call first. He recalled dispatch broadcasted that the two 
subjects were heading on Folsom towards 25th, and was also made 
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aware that one was chasing another with a knife. He did not hear 
th^update that the subjects possibly came out of a house, jm 
HHIH- He might have heard, "Both LMA yelling in Spanish," but 
do not recall it. Nevertheless, he said that after working in 
the Mission District for 10 years it always plays in his mind the 
possibility that someone might be LEP. 

ND-The offs failed to comply with DGO 5.20.(Reboli/Tiffe) 

Q2 Tiffe said that He also said he told Amilcar "Police" and 
cupped his star with his left hand from underneath to show it to 
Amilcar as he approached him with no verbal response. Instead 
Amilcar looked through him with a blood lust crazed look in his 
eyes. 



Q2 Tiffe said that after working in the Mission District for 10 
years he always takes into account the possibility that an LEP 
might be involved in any response. He recalled they did not 
respond Code 3 with the single red forward light and siren 
activated. He said the light switch is on the dashboard to the 
left of the steering wheel and he was not the driver; he would 
have had to reach across into the driver area, which could have 
disrupted Q2 Reboli's driving. He said there was no reason why 
no light and siren were activated other than being so close and 
anticipating being the first on scene. There was no conversation 
between them to not activate the light or siren. 


ND-The offs failed to comply with DGO 5.08.(Reboli/Tiffe) 

He said they responded from very close to this A priority call 
about a man chasing another with a knife and did not respond Code 
3 with the red light or siren. He essentially attributed the 
activation of boths to Q2 Reboli on the driver's seat. He said 
that he could have activated the light by reaching into the 
driver's area, which he did not want to do to disturb Q2 Reboli's 
driving. 

Q2 Tiffe said he had his star displayed hanging from a chain 
around his neck prior to stopping IFO 2857 Folsom Street. 


UF-The offs used excessive force during a detention.(same) 

Q2 Tiffe said their only conversation prior to parking was that 
Q2 Reboli saw both subjects and alerted him about both being on 
the street or something to the effect of being on the east side 
running around, like they were chasing each other. Since the 
call was that one man was trying to kill another, his intentions 
were to stop that from happening. They were so close and this 
was such an immediate decision to try to intervene in a violent 
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felony in progress that he pushed one of the "F" buttons to 
activate responding as back up unit. 

Q2 Tiffe said that before their unmarked vehicle stopped, he 
could not see the two subjects but as they got closer and the 
headlights illuminated, he saw one subject hovering near the 
driver's side mirror. Their tactical approach is like any other 
traffic stop in which Q2 Reboli took the driver's side and he 
took the passenger side. Q2 Reboli parked their vehicle about a 
car length behind the parked blue Nissan. He saw the second 
subject on the east sidewalk or by the passenger side only after 
he exited the unmarked vehicle. He cannot confirm the 
headlights were on when they came to a stop. 

Q2 Tiffe said he walked towards Amilcar to try to get him to come 
away from the car he was facing while looking over his left 
shoulder giving him a very crazed look on his face like looking 
through him. He tried to engage by announcing himself as the 
police as he cupped his star underneath with his left hand, and 
gestured for Amilcar to step away from the car indicating he is 
the police. At the same time, he is thinking he needs to secure 
the weapon and separate the parties, but he did not know which 
subject was the one with the knife at that point. Amilcar did 
not follow his directions or gave a verbal response so he closed 
the gap and grabbed Amilcar's left wrist as Amilcar's left hand 
came up. Q2 Reboli had not alerted him yet that he's found the 
knife on the other subject on the street side of the car. 

Q2 Tiffe was now focused on Amilcar's crazed look so he believed 
he was either high, intoxicated or blood lust with a look of 
determination to complete whatever was on his mind. With his 
other hand He grabbed Amilcar's outer clothing behind his neck to 
pull him away from the car to take him to the ground in somewhat 
of a bar arm take down as he verbalizes the command to get on the 
ground. However, he did not execute it and Amilcar took a step 
forward to lunged at him with his right hand. He had not seen 
what Amilcar had on hand because he disengaged by pushing him 
away with both hands forward, and jumped back. As he did that, 
Amilcar attempted to strike him (slash) with his right hand 
across his chest so fast that he did not see the large knife 
until Amilcar next raised it at face level. Had he executed the 
bar arm takedown, he would be dead. 

Q2 Tiffe believed that Amilcar did not understand what was going 
on so his fight or flight training kicked in while standing 2-3 
feet from Amilcar. He denied he had his weapon on hand when he 
came out of his car but drew it when he saw what Amilcar had in 
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his right hand. Q2 Tiffe said he yelled at Amilcar to drop the 
knife. At that point, Amilcar was facing north with his right 
shoulder facing him. He did not know where Q2 Reboli was at that 
time although he heard him yelling somewhere north to his right 
on the sidewalk, "Drop the knife, I'll shoot!" He was yelling 
too, he said. 

Q2 Tiffe faced a man who was trying to kill another man, then 
tried to kill him, but his human side was thinking god please 
make him drop the knife. I don't want to shoot. Even when he 
heards shots, Amilcar was still moving around, it was strange all 
in a matter of seconds. Very early on, before the shots, he saw 
Amilcar swipe/slash with the knife in his partner's direction. 

And the knife moved, you know, from that point on, it was moving 
around. As Amilcar was reaching the front of the blue car, 
Amilcar looked down at something at which time he questioned 
where was the other guy, the victim. Once he saw Amilcar raise 
the knife once more, that is when he pulled the trigger once, and 
then Amilcar dropped. He could not describe what Q2 Reboli was 
doing because he only saw him on his right side peripheral 
vision. He denied Amilcar dropped the knife before being shot. 

Q2 Tiffe co nfirmed that a s he shot once, he did not know where 

the victim was on th^other side of the car where 

he last saw^^^^^B^Ile only saw after the shooting, 

really briefly. He believed that was in the street, 

hovered down near the rear of the car. At some point thereafter, 
he saw Q2 Reboli handcuff Amilcar who dropped to the ground where 
SFPD Pic #39 accurately documented his position. He then saw the 
large knife in the street just a little bit from Amilcar. 

Q2 Tiffe first re-holstered before he tried to make a broadcast 

with his PIC radio but did not get to do so because he saw a PIC 

radio on the sidewalk or the street and thought it was his PIC. 

He thought Amilcar might had cut its cord with his knife, but it 
turned out to be Q2 Reboli's PIC radio, which fell during the 
scuffle. He said he tried to make a broadcast but could not do 
so because there were multiple people on the air. So he did not 
know why he could not broadcast to notify dispatch of his 
discharge. He admitted that it was possible that in his 
anxiousness he went to transmit he failed to wait that second 
that keys in before he actually speaks so nothing was 
broadcasted. Once he saw other Q2s making broadcasts, he stopped 
attempting to put it out. 

Q2 Tiffe said that despite Q2 Cabillo telling DPA that he saw him 
and Q2 Reboli with their weapons drawn standing over the suspect 
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on the ground and being unresponsive to his question of what had 
happened, Q2 Tiffe said he had a vague memory of him saying 
something. He CNR if he or Q2 Reboli responded to Q2 Cabillo. 

Relatively quickly Sgt. Montoya took charge and took him aside to 
get his public safety statement, but Q2 Tiffe could not recall 
where, definitely not on the West sidewalk of Folsom Street or 
the question/answer by him because it was too vague. 

OCC Added ND-Failure to properly handle evidence.(ID Pending) 

Once the OIS was over, Q2 Tiffe said he went to the middle of the 
street where Q2 Reboli moved to after Reboli handcuffed Amilcar. 


Q2 Tiffe said he only recalled seeing 5 members: 

• Q2 Reboli handcuffing Amilcar Perez Lopez; 

• Q2 Joshua Cabillo dealing with 

• Q2 Joseph Obidi performing CPR on Amilcar; 

• Q2 Michael Mayo canvassing for witnesses; 

• The person who transported him (Q2 Lewin-Tankel); and then 

• Sgt. Anthony Montoya 

Because he was taken away rather quickly, he said. 


Before he was transported away to Mission statio, however, he saw 
Q2 Obidi performing CPR on Amilcar while he and Q2 Reboli stood 
somewhere in the street. He retracted previous statement made to 
Homicide that that was when he was able to distinguish where was 
within the crime scene; saidthat was hard to say 
and that he could not remember where was at that point. 

Q2 Tiffe said Sgt. Montoya explained to him the process and had 
an officer with a hyphenated name. He might have heard Sgt. 
Montoya give commands to other officers about their transport, 
but it does not stand out in his mind. He CNR any sergeant 
giving any officers directions to sequester him and Q2 Reboli. 


Q2 Tiffe said he did not see Q2 Reboli get into a patrol car. 

He CNR if any member asked him about his unmarked vehicle while 
in Mission Station. 


He confirmed Q2 Lewin-Tankel transported him to Mission station, 
but CNR if it was in a marked or unmarked vehicle. Q2 Lewin- 
Tankel stayed with him at the involuntary blood draw room in 
Mission Station. He knows homicide Sgt. Ravano, but did not hear 
him talk about his unmarked vehicle at Mission Station. He 
denied being questioned about their unmarked vehicle while in the 
station. He did not recall in which car he was transported. 


SFDPA-0134-15 -000115 










OFFICE OF CITIZEN COMPLAINTS 
COMPLAINT WORK SUMMARY 


OCC CASE #: 134-15 


NAME 



INV: Aulet 
PAGE: 83 of 101 



DATE & ACTIVITY (DATE & SIGN AFTER FINAL ENTRY ON EACH PAGE) 

Q2 Tiffe said homicide investigators Ravano and Dedet wanted to 
return to the crime scene with him to do a walk through. He was 
asked about some of the little cones and whether it was a good 
depiction of it, but CNR well. He was asked where was the knife 
when Amilcar was no longer moving. He never moved or even 
touched the knife. He saw no one in contac t with the bod y of 
Amilcar other than Q2 Obidi. Q2 Tiffe said came to 

the station, drove him home, and the CERT Q2 Ana Morales drove 



He denied Q2 Lewin-Tankel drove him home. 


08/15/17-Rec'd Q2 Tiffe's transcript, attached to case file. 



08/16/17-Taped ( Q2 Eric Reboli #1651 )@DPA -Rep-Peter Furst, esq. 

He's 6'3", 210 lbs. and was unit 3D39 w/ Q2 Tiffe. 

ND-The offs failed to comply with DGO 5.20.(Reboli/Tiffe) 

Q2 Reboli denied hearing most broadcasts as he drove from 3 
blocks away to Folsom without activating light or siren. He 
specifically denied hearing the last broadca s t about two LMA 
yelling in Spanish. While detaining said 

something like breathing out due to exhaustion so whatever 

said was unrecognizable in any language. Amilcar never 
said a word throughout this incident and since he claims to have 
no knowledge of the subjects being Spanish-speakers, language was 
of no impact or consequence to this incident. 

ND-The offs failed to comply with DGO 5.08. (Reboli/Tiffe) 

Q2 Reboli drove the car from 3 blocks away without activating 
light or siren not to surprise the two subjects in stealth mode 
but essentially due to pessimism in knife calls from that corner 
area, which are often not what people represent to dispatch. 

Q2 Reboli said that while working plainclothes, he wears his star 
clipped to his belt right IFO his weapon as in pic #92 half the 
times and the other time wears it on a chain as did his partner 
that time depending on the assignment type. He said his sweater 
was tucked inside his pants thereby exposing hisstar and weapon 
before he exited his unmarked vehicle. He told -“Police" 

during his detention. He went around the blue Nissan to help Q2 
Tiffe in his physical struggle with Amilcar and when Amilcar 
turned towards him slashing at him too, he commanded Amilcar to, 
"Police, drop the knife!" 
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UF-Offs used excessive force during a detention.(1651, 1312) 

See transcript for details. Q2 Reboli essentially related an 
account similar to his partner, but more detailed, than what he 
gave Homicide and IAD divisions. Q2 Reboli articulated how 
Amilcar slashed at his partner, Q2 Tiffe, then at him, stopped 
when he drew his weapon, turned to look at Q2 Tif fefacinci^ 
Southbound, took a glance toward the street where 
was last seen, and continued turning to proceed towards the 
street in between the parked cars. Q2 Reboli said that he fired 
at least his first shot, he believed^when Amilcar turned to 
continue his knife assault against When he saw Amilcar 

just flinched to his shots and continued moving in between the 
cars while raising his knife on right hand above chest area again 
as he proceeded towards the street, Q2 Reboli repositioned to 
continue shooting at Amilcar while hearing one shot from his 
left, surprisingly from Q2 Tiffe whom he believed had been 
stabbed, killed or decapitated based on the slash he observed 
Amilcar had taken at his partner earlier. 

Q2 Reboli said the pepper spray he claimed he reached for with 
his left hand, which he could not find among his CSI photos, or 
the Yuarra stick seen in pics on his rear right pocket were less 
than lethal alternatives, which he said could not defuse this 
situation any other way except lethal force. Amilcar was in 
constant motion, he said, for him to know which shots or where 
Amilcar was impacted. 

OCC Added ND-Failure to properly handle evidence. (ID Pending) 

Q2 Reboli said he went into slow motion sense deprivation mode. 
Once he handcuffed Amilcar Perez, he said that he went across the 
street because a female voice yelled someone got shot over here 
and he believed it was someone else. He looked on the west 
sidewalk for someone shot, checked a few cars on that side for 
property damage, but found no damage. He did not look/check 
house impacted across the street. He CNR where Sgt. Montoya 
briefly asked the public safety questions, if he went to the east 
sidewalk other than to pick up his PIC radio, saw no medic, saw 
no Q2 Mayo by the knife, d/n notice if anyone stood by knife, had 
no idea what happened to his unmarked vehicle , d/n know who took 
his partner to Mission Station or in which car, and had no 
recollection of which sergeant directed two officers to transport 
them to Mission Station. He recalled asking the transporting Q2 
to speed it up because he had blood on his hands and wanted to 
wash them promptly. 

Q2 Reboli said he went first to the roll call room then upstairs 
to the kitchen where he remained until photographed by CSI 
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officer but denied hearing Sgt. Ravano or anyone including CSI Q2 
Nibungco talk about his unmarked vehicle. 

He had no idea how his unmarked vehicle got to Mission Station 
and very little recollection of what happened in the hours at the 
station other than he returned to the crime scene per Homicide 
with Sgt. Dedet, a POA attorney other than Peter Furst, in order 
to do the second/final walk of the scene. He had no recollection 
what Sgt. Dedet asked while conducting that second and final walk 
through of the crime scene. 


08/17/17- Sent for Q2 Reboli's interview to be transcribed. 



08/21-25/17- Inv. Aulet out SP 


08/28/17-Rec'd Transcript of Q2 Reboli's interview. Attached. 


08/29/17- Rescheduled 8/22 interview of Q2 Dennis Rodelas #729 to 
new date - 9/5/17 @ 1pm. 



08/31/17-While preparing for Q2 Rodelas interview, I checked our 



09/07/17- Taped ( Witness Q2 Dennis Rodelas #729 ) DPA 

Q2 Rodelas has been an SFPD officer for 10 years and 12 
additional years with the San Mateo County. He was a CSI member 
from November 2010 to July 2017. He was t 5L54 on 2/25/15. 

Ins.* Shouldice was their supervisor. He does not recall if Ins. 
designated him as the crime scene report writer for this OIS, but 
he did write the report. 

ND-The officers failed to comply with DGO 5.20.(1651, 13^^^^^^ 

Q2 Rodelas was not on scene when Q2 Reboli encountered on 

the street and Q2 Tiffe encountered Amilcar Perez on the east 
sidewalk of 2857 Folsom Street to either verify or deny this 
allegation. 

ND-The offs failed to comply with DGO 5.08. (Reboli/Tiffe) 

Q2 Rodelas was not on scene when Q2 Reboli encountered on 

the street and Q2 Tiffe encountered Amilcar Perez on the east 
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sidewalk of 2857 Folsom Street to either verify or deny this 
allegation. 

UF-The offs used excessive force during a detention, (same) 

Q2 Rodelas was the CSI officer documenting the conversations 
between CSI and SFPD members on the OIS crime scene and whomever 
the homicide investigator communicated with on this OIS scene. 

Q2 Rodelas brought his case file notes to this interview. 

He said that he arrived to the OIS scene at 2235 hours. 

He submitted his handwritten notes to DPA for use as evidence. 

OCC Added Allegation : 

1)ND-The officer failed to properly handle evidence, (unknown) 

Q2 Rodelas responded as part of the CSI team with Ins. Shouldice. 
His notification was received via a call to his Department issued 
cellular telephone, but could not tell DPA the time of said call. 
He recalled that they responded in separate vehicles, CNR if they 
arrived together, but they usually wait for each other to 
delegate labor, documenting, and collecting evidence. He does 
not remember why they were not accounted for their arrival on the 
crime scene in the log, they usually look for whomever is 
handling the crime scene, and tell that officer who they are and 
what unit they are from. He CNR doing this that evening even 
though there was already a crime scene yellow tape up on the 
North as well as the South perimeter. Since then he has 
responded with CSI team to several hundred crime scenes, 3-5 OIS 
incidents. 

Q2 Rodelas stated that as the documenter and CSI report writer 
his primary task is to identify, preserve, collect and process 
evidence found within the crime scene, and document it through a 
report, photographs, videotape, and a diagram. First a walk 
through by the supervisor on scene occurs. Then CSI members 
figure out who is doing evidence collection, photographs, 
videotape, and taking measures for the diagram. 

Q2 Rodelas first stated that he CNR who initially briefed them 
about the crime scene. He later stated that when patrol 
supervisor Sgt. Montoya briefed them at the beginning, Sgt. 
Montoya told them that the officers involved were at Mission 
Station. He later confirmed that the name of Sgt. Montoya was in 
his field notes when he was taking notes during their first walk 
through. However, he CNR if anyone informed him during that 
first walk through that the involved officers drove an unmarked 
vehicle to that location of 2857 Folsom Street or that such 
vehicle was missing from the scene. He continued to respond that 
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he CNR if such vehicle was ever mentioned in his presence. If 
that vehicle was within the crime scene but was moved before CSI 
documented, photographed and videotaped the crime scene, he 
responded that typically he would want to know about it. Asked 
when would he not want to know that the vehicle driven by the 
shooting officers to the OIS crime scene was no longer where they 
had parked it, Q2 Rodelas then stated that he would always want 
to know. He then said the word typically was misstated. 

He stated unequivocally that the mode of arrival for the officers 
involved in a shooting is pertinent evidence collected by CSI. 

Q2 Rodelas stated that a supervisor on scene would have been 
responsible to inform him of such missing piece of evidence. 

Asked what would it cause a CSI photographer to take a picture of 
anything like the vehicle in pic 113 if it was not in the crime 
scene, Q2 Rodelas said probably because the photographer was 
given some information after the vehicle was moved that the 
vehicle was involved. He denied it is not within his scope of 
the investigation to ask how the involved officers arrived to the 
OIS scene. That would be brought out during the investigation by 
the investigating units such as the homicide inspectors. 

He did not see Q2 Reboli or Q2 Tiffe on the Folsom Streets crime 
scene; he CNR if he saw Q2 Domonique Ellis. 

Q2 Rodelas recalled when Q2 Shakur and Q2 Nibungco left Folsom 
Street to drive to Mission Station to collect the firearms from 
the two officers involved and also to take photographs. He 
remained on Folsom street with Ins. Shouldice at the crime scene. 

Q2 Rodelas also recalled 3 Medical Examiner employees arrived 
after they did, which is the normal chronology of events. He CNR 
hearing any SFPD member directing or telling Medical Examiner 
personnel what they could do or not do on scene. Therefore, he 
does not believe there was any interference by SFPD with the work 
by the Medical Examiner. Typically, he said, the Medical Examier 
does her job without being questioned or provided any 
instructions. He does not believe there was any interference 
with the Medical Examiner that night. 

Regarding vehicles and subject in between them mentioned on Page 
4 of CSI report, he said that in page 5 of 13 it states Q2 
Nibungco took pictures of the unmarked Silver Crown Victoria 
(SFPD 113) at a parking lot but Q2 Rodelas stated he could not 
confirm that Q2 Nibungco took them because Nibungco was on Folsom 
but those pictures of the unmarked vehicle were at a parking lot 
that he could not recognize. Q2 Rodelas CNR if he asked Q2 
Nibungco where he took those pictures of the unmarked vehicle 
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referenced in his report or if Q2 Nibungco volunteered to him 
where he had taken those pictures. 

Q2 Rodelas said the pictures would be mentioned in a supplemental 
report for their response to Mission Station. When confronted 
with the fact there is no supplemental report to the CSI report, 
Q2 Rodelas stated Q2 Shakur prepared a supplemental report for 
his response to Mission Station to take photographs of the 
officers involved in the shooting, and conduct a firearms 
exchange. (DPA has it but again it has no reference to the 
unmarked vehicle photographed at the Mission Station parking lot) 
Q2 Rodelas stated, however, that Q2 Nibungco did not prepare one 
for his response to Mission Station. The supplemental by Q2 
Shakur does not include any reference to the unmarked vehicle. 

Q2 Rodelas stated he is certain there is no supplemental report 
by Q2 Nibungco of his activities at Mission Station because he 
went into the case file to get a copy of his CSI report for this 
interview and there was none. Q2 Rodelas responded he does not 
believe he asked Q2 Nibungco who told him to take those pictures 
of the unmarked Silver Crown Victoria at Mission station lot. He 
also responded that he did not know that Q2 Nibungco and/or Q2 
Shakur had taken those pictures of the unmarked Crown Victoria at 
Mission Station. He CNR specifically if Q2 Nibungco told him 
ANYTHING about photographing or anything else about that vehicle. 
Moreover, Q2 Rodelas stated that if Q2 Nibungco would have told 
him anything about this report, it would be under a supplemental 
report by Q2 Nibungco as opposed to something that he would add 
on his CSI report since his report actually dealt with the 
(crime) scene, and everything there (Folsom). Other than Q2 
Nibungco, he stated the he does not remember if ANYONE else told 
him why that unmarked vehicle was photographed. 

Q2 Rodelas believed that the vehicle depicted in SFPD Pics 113- 
120 was not on the OIS crime scene parked in the Northbound 
direction somewhere behind car number 2 (Blue Nissan). 

Otherwise, it would have been in his CSI report. Q2 Rodelas 
reviewed Q2 Nibungco's SFPD pic 1-10 and confirmed that the 
unmarked vehicle was not part of the scene before he left. He 
also said that had it being mentioned to him that such vehicle 
had been parked in the northbound direction behind vehicle number 
two, it probably would have been mentioned in his report and 
included in the diagram because it was not there. When 
confronted with his stated CSI rule, he stated that if the 
unmarked vehicle in question was not included in the CSI diagram 
it confirmed that it was NOT within the crime scene when CSI 
personnel documented it. 
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Q2 Rodelas stated that the general CSI rule is that evidence to 
be collected is properly marked before it is photographed and 
videographed. However, he acknowledged that sometimes physical 
evidence is found after all the evidence is photographed and 
videographed. Yet, he stated that he does not recalled that 
happened in this OIS response. He said no one was rushing them 
that night on their job. He does not recall any vehicle driving 
out of the OIS inner crime scene. Had it occurred, it would have 
caught his attention. 

Q2 Rodelas recalled he continually examining the scene to ensure 
that there was no unmarked evidence. However, he stated that the 
vehicle He recalled measuring the scene for evidence around the 
body and street measurements. These were measurements compiled 
by Ins. Shouldice for Q2 Gomes to later transpose into a digital 
scaled diagram. 


Q2 Rodelas said the body of the deceased, after reviewing the CSI 
video, was moved prior to their arrival to be handcuffed based on 
the position in which it was found it when he arrived on scene. 

He CNR if someone was standing next to the knife when he arrived. 
He denied moving the knife, he did not see anyone moving the 
knife, and CNR if anyone tell you that it had been moved. He 
responded that he probably would not have included that in his 
CSI report because he is dealing with at the time, and anything 
that might have happened after that it would be brought up during 
the homicide investigation. His initial impression was only that 
shots were fired. Nobody was handling the body when he arrived. 
With the exception to the order by M.E. Dr. Moffett for Inspector 
Shouldice to remove the handcuffs from the deceased, CSI did not 
handle the body. He CNR if there was someone next to the body, 
but it would be normal for some officer to be in the near 
vicinity to ensure no one would come close to it. He was present 
when the M.E. handled the body. 

Q2 Rodelas CNR anyone in handcuffs other than the deceased. 

Nobody handled the body after the Medical Examiner. The Medical 
Examiner took the body from the scene after the property items 
were removed from the body. It was not his recollection that the 
body remained thereafter for a long period of time. 

Q2 Rodelas stated (page 5 of 13) that he found 6 cartridge 
casings while walking the crime scene. He said that he 
remembered Inspector Shouldice brought to his attention that he 
had found a fired bullet found across the street on the asphalt 
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later in the evening while they were at the crime scene, but he 
CNR if it was when Inspector Shouldice was walking back to his 
vehicle to leave. He remembered leaving with Inspector Shouldice 
but CNR if it was on their way to the car, do not believe it was 
right before we left the scene. He said Inspector Shouldice 
mentioned it to him while Q2 Shakur and Q2 Nibungco were at 
Mission Station. It was sometime after 2342 and before 0135 
hours. Q2 Rodelas said he did not mark that fired bullet with any 
number or letter, because at that time all the numbers had been 
photographed and all evidence had been measured. That is why it 
was collected and documented, he said. Nothing prevented CSI 
from using another number or another photograph or another 
videotaping of its location; it was just not done, he responded. 
Q2 Rodelas believed Q2 Nibungco, the photographer, returned to 
the crime scene when he and Inspector Shouldice were still at the 
crime scene. He believe he was still on scene when the involved 
officers returned to the scene with homicide inspectors when CSI 
had already completed their documenting of the crime scene. 

Before they left, homicide were bringing the involved officers 
from 25 th Street on Folsom. He did not ask what they were doing 
back at the crime scene, because at that time all the evidence 
was collected, all their numbers were picked up, and CSI was done 
with their part. 

Q2 Rodelas said homicide sergeant Dedet was also on scene, but he 
cannot recall specifically what they discussed. Homicide 
inspectors are not necessarily present during the first walk 
through with CSI and in this case Sgt. Montoya, who were working. 
He believed that since this was not during homicide working 
hours, the homicide sergeants were being summoned by (DOC) the 
department's operation center. 



08/17/17 through 1/24/18 - Recommendations: 

1-2)ND-The officers failed to comply with DGO 5.20.(1651,1312) 

Two complainants who were not present during this OIS stated that 
the two plainclothes officers who do not speak Spanish responded 
to this evening call of a bicycle theft and a person with a knife 
chasing another in which both subjects were LEP Spanish-speakers 
who knew each other, and were also allegedly involved in a 
dispute over a cellular telephone. While they were wrong about 
the call being about being a bicycle theft or a cell phone 
disput^^the^we^ correct in that the suspect (Amilcar Perez) 
and ) knew each other. Yet the complainants 
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complained that because the two named officers approached Amilcar 
Perez-Lopez in the dark and physically intervened by approaching 
Amilcar Perez-Lopez from behind issuing English commands, the 
officers' inability to communicate with the suspect (Amilcar 
Perez) in Spanish was a violation of DGO 5.20, the policy on 
Language Access Services for Limited English Proficient (LEP) 
Persons. 

What the complainants did not know is that initially only Q2 
Tiffe approached the suspect (Amilcar Perez) on the sidewalk 
while the ot her named off icer (Q2 Eric Reboli #1651 was detaining 
the victim ) on the street, where the victim was 

using the parked Blue Nissan in front of 2857 Folsom Street in 
order to separate himself from the suspect (Amilcar Perez) who 
had been attempting to stab him to death for several minutes 
throughout the 2800 block of Folsom Street. 

Department General Order 5.20 states in part that the policy of 
the San Francisco Police Department is that officers shall take 
every reasonable step to ensure timely and accurate communication 
and access to all individuals regardless of national origin or 
primary language. It also states that in exigent circumstances 
such as threats to life, safety, or property, a member could be 
required to deviate from established procedures. 

Q2 Reboli who was driving the unmarked vehicle stated that he did 
not hear broadcasts of the two subjects being LEP Spanish- 
speakers. The passenger, Q2 Craig Tiffe #1312, stated that 
despite having heard those broadcasts, they were so close to the 
location that they became the first unit on scene. The officers 
described the situation with the person with the knife as too 
quick and their intervention so fluid in the prevention of the 
second subject's death that language was of no impact or 
consequence during this response. 

DEM records established the A priority call was about a man with 
a large knife chasing another, yelling at each other in Spanish. 
The 911 caller was an eye witness who told DPA he heard both 
parties yelling in perhaps a native Indian dialect rather than 
typical Spanish while the suspect ran very fast after the victim 
with a knife raised around parked vehicles and both ran around 
him where he could see the suspect intended to harm the victim 
with the knife. The victim stated the suspect spoke to him in 
Spanish and vice versa and that the named officers intervened at 
the time the suspect was running after him with the knife to kill 
him. 


SFDPA-0134-15 -000124 








OFFICE OF CITIZEN COMPLAINTS 
COMPLAINT WORK SUMMARY 


OCC C ASE #: 134-15 
NAME: 

INV: Aulet 
PAGE: 92 of 101 

= = = = :==::=: = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = =: = = = = = :=== = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = 

DATE & ACTIVITY (DATE & SIGN AFTER FINAL ENTRY ON EACH PAGE) 

The named officer driving an unmarked vehicle, Q2 Reboli, stated 
that he did not hear broadcasts of the two subjects being LEP 
Spanish-speakers, the passenger officer stated that despite 
hearing the broadcasts, they were so close to the location that 
they became the first unit on scene. Both officers described the 
situation with the suspect with the knife as too quick and their 
intervention so fluid in the prevention of the victim's death 
that language was of no impact or consequence during this 
response. The named officer who first approached the suspect 
stated he identified himself to the suspect as the police but the 
suspect appeared high or intoxicated with a blood lust craze look 
in his eyes that defined the look of determination before the 
suspect lunged at him slashing across his chest with a large 
butcher's knife, and then raised it at face level before turning 
and running towards his partner on his way to the street towards 
the victim. Both named members stated the suspect never spoke, 
and his attempts to stab the victim and both named officers was 
an exigent circumstance requiring deviation from established 
procedures. 

Medical Examiner's toxicological report indicated that the 
suspect's level of ethanol was 0.19 in the blood and 0.27 in the 
urine, an intoxication level where subjects predictably 
experience stupor and severe impairment of all mental, physical, 
and sensory functions with high propensity to accidents, increase 
motor impairment, diminished comprehension, and the mental 
judgment is further impaired. 

No other witnesses came forward means that one or more witnesses 
were interviewed, and other identified witnesses did not come 
forward. For over two years DPA had contacts with three critical 
eye witnesses but multiple requests for their interviews were 
ignored or silently declined by counsel representing the estate 
of the deceased. However, counsel allowed the District 
Attorney's office to interview them provided their testimony 
would not be shared with S.F.P.D. or the OCC/DPA. Moreover, 
complainants and coalition activists successfully petition the 
DPA Executive Director to stop this DPA investigator from further 
reaching out to the three eye witnesses to the officer involved 
shooting. 

I recommend we close these allegations as Proper Conduct against 
Officers Eri Reboli #1651 and Craig Tiffe #1312. 
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08/17/17 through 1/24/18 

3-4) ND- The offs failed to comply with DGO 5.08.(Reboli/Tiffe) 

Two complainants not present during an officer involved shooting 
complained that according to eye witness accounts, the 
plainclothes named members attempted to detain an armed non- 
English speaking suspect from behind, in darkness, without 
identifying themselves as the police. 

Department General Order 5.08 establishes policies regarding the 
use of non-uniformed officers and the requirements for 
identification before detaining a suspect or making an arrest. 
Officers shall not initiate the contact except when witnessing an 
aggravated situation requiring immediate action to protect life 
or property. 

The victim stated to homicide that he was on the street side of a 
parked car when both named officers displaying their shining 
stars exited their unmarked vehicle. The victim also stated that 
everything happened so fast, but had the named officers not 
intervene the suspect would have killed him. 

The 911 caller said he was no longer present when the officers 
interacted with the suspect to hear or see them to either prove 
or disprove this allegation. 

The named members stated they responded to the call of a male 
with a knife chasing another from approximately three blocks away 
without activating lights or siren due to their proximity. The 
passenger named officer said he pushed a button to alert dispatch 
they were responding as a backup unit, but there was no 
electronic or voice evidence found for their response. However, 
they were unquestionably the first unit on scene. One named 
officer (Reboli) stated his star was displayed by being clipped 
to his belt directly in front of his firearm and his sweatshirt 
was tucked on the inside of his star, exposing it when he first 
approached the victim on the street and later on when the suspect 
continued to advance towards him while holding the knife and 
making slashing motions on the sidewalk. The other named member 
(Tiffe) said he identified himself saying, "Police" and cupped 
his star from underneath in front of his chest to show it as he 
approached the suspect and asked him to step away from the car. 
That named officer said the suspect gave no verbal response, 
appeared high or intoxicated and looked through him with a 
bloodlust crazed look in his eyes before lunging and slashing 
across his chest with a knife before turning and running towards 
his partner, and then back towards the victim on the street. 
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Two additional officers who arrived seconds after the discharges 
could not discern whether the named officers were displaying 
their stars outside their plainclothes to verify or deny the 
allegation. Many officers who arrived thereafter gave 
conflicting accounts to DPA over how the officers displayed their 
stars. 

No other witnesses came forward. For over two years DPA was in 
contact with three critical eye witnesses. Multiple requests by 
DPA for their interviews were ignored or silently declined by 
counsel representing the estate of the deceased. However, 
counsel allowed the District Attorney's office to interview them 
provided their testimonies would not be shared with S.F.P.D. or 
the OCC/DPA. Moreover, complainants and coalition organizers 
successfully petitioned the DPA Executive Director to stop the 
assigned DPA investigator from further reaching out to the three 
eye witnesses. 

The evidence proved that the act, which provided the basis for 
the allegation, occurred; however, the acts were justified, 
lawful and proper in light of the aggravated situation requiring 
immediate action by the named plainclothes officers to protect 
the life of the victim. 

The evidence proved that the act, which provided the basis for 
the allegation, occurred; however, the act was justified, lawful 
and proper in light of the aggravated situation requiring 
immediate action by the named plainclothes officers to protect 
the life of the victim. I recommend we also close these 
allegations as Proper Conduct against Officers Eric Reboli #1651 
and Craig Tiffe #1312. 

1/23-24/18 

5-6)UF-The offs used excessive force during a detention.(same) 

Two complainants who were not present at this OIS complained that 
the named officers used excessive force when they discharged 
their weapons six times on the rear torso and back of the head of 
the suspect after he had dropped the knife, and was running away 
from the named officers into the street, thereby no longer posing 
no threat to them or the victim. 

Department General Order 5.01 in 2015 defined unnecessary force 
as the type or degree of force employed that is neither necessary 
nor appropriate and any degree of force utilized as summary 
punishment or for vengeance is clearly improper and unlawful. 
Justification for the use of force, including lethal force, is 
limited to what is reasonably known or perceived by the officer 
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at the time and facts discovered after the fact, no matter how 
compelling, cannot be considered in determining whether the force 
was justified. 

The DPA reviewed entirely the homicide case file and recordings, 
the crime scene report, two autopsy reports conducted by the San 
Francisco Medical Examiner and a private Forensic Pathologist, 
interviewed assigned homicide personnel, the CSI members who 
photographed, videotaped, and documented in a report this officer 
involved shooting crime scene. DPA also interviewed the two 
officers involved in the shooting, the first four back up 
officers and patrol supervisors involved in briefing homicide, 

CSI, and directing first responders to take required tasks for an 
officer involved shooting crime scene. 

The DPA investigation established that the suspect and victim 
knew each other. For unknown reasons other than a bicycle theft 
or a dispute over a cellular telephone a verbal argument in 
Spanish between them arose. The evidence further established 
that during the verbal argument on the street, the suspect 
entered his residence, retrieved a butcher's knife and exited it 
to begin a running chase of the victim around parked vehicles and 
around a 911 caller in several parts of the street block while 
both yelled at each other in Spanish and/or a Mayan dialect. DEM 
records and a SFMTA coach video further corroborated that the 
chase lasted several minutes throughout the street block before 
911 was notified. 

Medical Examiner's toxicological report indicated that the 
suspect's level of ethanol was 0.19 in the blood and 0.27 in the 
urine, an intoxication level where subjects predictably 
experience stupor and severe impairment of all mental, physical, 
and sensory functions with high propensity to accidents, increase 
motor impairment, diminished comprehension, and the mental 
judgment is further impaired. The Medical Examiner combined with 
CSI videotape confirmed that a cellular telephone was found in 
the suspect's pocket negating a press account that dispute was 
because the victim had taken his cellular telephone. 

The named officersstated that Q2 Reboli attempted to detain one 
subject on the street on one side of a parked car 

while Q2 Tiffe attempted to detain the other subject (Amilcar 
Perez) on the sidewalk without knowing which one had the knife. 

Q2 Tiffe who approached the subject on the sidewalk said he 
announced himself, "Police" and showed his star in case the 
subject did not speak English and simultaneously gestured for him 
to step away from the car, but the suspect did not respond and 
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gave him a crazed determined look possibly due to drug or alcohol 
influence. At that time^Q2Reboli who was on the street said he 
approached and grabbed there by both arms to pin 

them back and proceeded to walk him in between the two cars onto 
the sidewalk without establishing or communicating to his partner 
whether he had the subject with the knife. 

As Q2 Tiffe got close to Amilcar Perez on the sidewalk, Amilcar's 
left hand came up so he grabbed the wrist and the back of his 
right shoulder to pull him away from the car and detain him on 
the ground. However, as Q2 Tiffe tried to bend Amilcar forward, 
Amilcar countered, Q2 Tiffe realized he was not going to execute 
a bar arm take down properly and his sense told him to disengage 
so he released and pushed Amilcar Perez away with both arms, and 
jumped back. Q2 Reboli still on the street said he saw his 
partner struggl^i^w^h^the subject on the sidewalk, released and 
separated from and ran to his partner's aid on the 

sidewalk. Q2 Tiffe said that as he pushed Amilcar Perez away, 
Amilcar countered him by taking a step forward and lunged up at 
him with his right hand in a stabbing motion across his chest so 
fast that he did not see the knife until the suspect raised it at 
face level. Q2 Tiffe said he then drew his weapon and yelled at 
Amilcar Perez, now facing North at his partner, to drop the 
knife. At that time, both named officers said they were on the 
sidewalk with their weapons drawn, yelling at the suspect to drop 
the knife or they will shoot. 

Believing that his partner had been stabbed, Q2 Reboli said he 
took a few steps back on the sidewalk as he reached for his 
pepper spray and weapon in the right hip area. Q2 Reboli said 
the suspect stopped when he saw him draw his weapon, then turned 
facing Southbound to loo)^bac]^a^Q2 Tiffe, took a glance towards 
the street where victim was last seen, and 

continued turning to proceed towards the street. By then Q2 
Reboli said he had backed away from the front right end of the 
parked car, still on the sidewalk. Q2 Reboli said he fired at 
least his first shot to prevent the continued knife attack 
against the victim on the street when Amilcar Perez turned moving 
past him, ran in between two parked cars towards the street, and 
raised his right hand with the knife. When he saw the Amilcar 
Perez just flinched to his shots and continued moving in between 
the cars while raising his knife on his right hand, Q2 Reboli 
said he repositioned to continue shooting while hearing one shot 
from his partner-Tiffe on his left. 

Q2 Tiffe said from the moment he drew his weapon things slowed 
down and his focus was on the knife, but he saw the suspect take 
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a step in his partner's direction somewhere to his right, swipe 
with the knife raised in his partner's direction, and then heard 
shots. As those shots were fired, Q2 Tiffe said he saw the 
suspect still moving in different directions and turning away 
with the appearance of fixating on something on the street. Q2 
Tiffe could not describe what his partner was doing on his right 
side peripheral visionatthat time. Q2 Tiffe stated that he did 
not know where mm was on the other side of the car, 
where he had seen him last. Q2 Tiffe then saw Amilcar Perez take 
a step in between the two parked cars, looked down on the street, 
and raised the knife in an overheard manner. He believed Amilcar 
Perez was intent to finish what he started so that led him to 
pull the trigge r once, and Ami lcar Perez dropped. Q2 Tiffe later 
saw the victim hovered down on the street near 

the rear of the car. Q2 Tiffe said he saw Q2 Reboli at some 
point after their discharges handcuff the suspect on the street, 
and the knife a bit ahead of where Amilcar Perez lied. 



told homicide that Q2 Reboli & Q2 Tifee saved his 


life. The first back up officer on scene, Q2 Cabillo, said the 
victim told him something to the effect that once the named 
officers showed up, the suspect turned on the officers. 

Numerous witnesses on the street heard commands to either get on 
the ground or ge t down immedia tely before hearing discharges. 

The 911 caller ) told DPA that based on his 

observations of the foo t chase, Amilc ar Perez seemed intent on 
using the knife to harm 

No other witnesses came forward. For over two years DPA was in 
contact with three critical eye witnesses. Multiple requests by 
DPA for their interviews were ignored or silently declined by 
counsel representing the estate of the deceased. However, 
counsel allowed the District Attorney's office to interview them 
provided their testimonies would not be shared with S.F.P.D. or 
the OCC/DPA. Moreover, complainants and coalition organizers 
successfully petitioned the DPA Executive Director to stop the 
assigned DPA investigator from further reaching out to the three 
eye witnesses. There is conflicting information and credibility 
issues regarding what two of those three witnesses saw, and told 
S.F.P.D. 

There is insufficient evidence to either prove or disprove the 
allegation. Therefore, I recommend we close allegations No.5-6 
against Q2 Eric Reboli #1651 and Craig Tiffe #1312 as Not 

Sustained. 
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1/24-25/18: 
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1/25/18- Forwarded OCC Binder to SI Ball for closure review. 
5 other case binders (Homicide, Internal Affairs, DPA 
mailings/correspondence. Interviews) remain in a box in the 
investigator's office. 



02/02/18 - Reviewed OIS file, reviewed and revised CSR, discussed 
content of revised CSR with INv. Aulet to assure that concerns of 
the complainants were addressed in the evidence described in the 
CSR. Concur with proposed findings. 

— File to DD Baltazar for closure reviews. 

I SB | 

02/06/18: Close as proposed. File to Chief of Staff Hawkins (EB). 

05/10/18: Discussed case with SI Ball. Attempt to contact any 
outstanding wits (EB). 

5/16/18- Per SI Ball, the above directive is per DPA Chief of 
Staff Sarah Hawkins, which retracts a previous order to Inv. 

Aulet NOT to contact the three outstanding alleged witnesses: 
Abraham Perez, Delfino Vasquez, and David De Leon. 

3 Spanish letters sent to last known addresses. 
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06/11/18: Discussed UOF findings with Chief of Staff Hawkins. 
There is a preponderance of the evidence that the officers' use 
of their firearms was justified, lawful, and proper (EB). 

06/12/18: Revised the CSR, changing the findings for the UOF to 
PC from NS. (EB). 

6/26/18 - DPA received the "Returned to sender, not deliverable 
as addressed, unable to forward" letters that I sent to witnesses 
David De Leon and Delfino Vasquez. Placed in correspondence 
binder. 



6/5/19: Reviewed file for pending SB 1421 request. A few points 
of clarification. 

On page 97 of the CWS, the investigator notes that "complaints 
and coalition organizers successfully petitioned the DPA 
Executive Director to stop assigned DPA investigator from further 
reaching out to the three eye-witnesses." At the time, the 
executive director was Joyce Hicks. See 6/9/16 CWS entry p. 28. 
The current administration was not part of that decision. In 
fact, prior to making a decision to close the case, the current 
administration directed the investigator to make final attempts 
to contact any outstanding witnesses. See 5/10/18 and 5/16/18 CWS 
entries p. 100 . 

In addition, on 3/15/18, Chief of Staff Hawkins provided the file 
to Director Henderson for review. On 3/19/18, Chief of Staff 
Hawkins and Director Henderson asked clarifying questions to 
Senior Investigator Ball. Senior Investigator Ball responded the 
same day. On 4/3/18, there was a meeting to discuss: 1) the use 
of force findings, 2) the status of pending civil litigation, and 
3) making final attempts to reach any outstanding witnesses. 
Attending that meeting were Executive Director Henderson, Chief 
of Staff Hawkins, Deputy Director Baltazar, and Senior 
Investigator Ball. Based on assessment of all facts in evidence, 
based on a preponderance of the evidence, the officers' use of 
their firearms was justified, lawful, and proper and the case was 
closed accordingly. 
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Reporting Officer 
COTA, MICHAEL J 


Star 

357 


Reviewing Officer 
FONG. THOMAS W 


Star 

1088 


OiC 

IM, MARK V 


Star 

2096 


Station 
M ission Slalion 


Station 

Mission Station 


Station 

Mission Station 


Watch 

2100-0700 


Watch 

2100-0700 


Watch 

1500-0100 


Date 

02/27/15 06:4 7 


Date 

02/27/15 06:50 


Date 

02/27/15 08:53 


Related Case 


Related Case 


Re-assigned to 
Copies to 5H200 3 k 30Q 3*300 


Assigned to SH200 
Add'l Copies 


Assigned by 
MC 357 


c 

T 

I 

M 


V 

Code 

Name (Last, First Middle) 

A1ia$ 

Email 

I 1 

V 1 

T1FFE, CRAIG 


- 1 --—i—- 


Day Phone 
(415) 558-5400 


Type 

Work 


Night Phene 


Type 


Confidential 
Person d 


Home Address 


Work Address 


City 


City 

SAN FRANCISCO 


DOB / Age 

DOB 

or age belwaan 

Race 

Sox 

Height 

Weight 

Hair Color 


Unk. □ 

end 







Violent Crime 
Notification □ 


School (If Juvenile) 


293 PC 
Notification D 


Star 


Injury/Treatment 


Follow-up Form 

YES Q 


Eya Color 


YES 


State 


Slate 

CA 


Zip Code 
94110- 


ID Type Jurisd, ID No, 


Relationship to Subject 
STRANGER/NONE 


Other Information/If Interpreter Needed Specify Language 
STAR #1312 


v 

i 2 

c 

T 

I 

Code 

V 2 

Name (Last, Firs 
REBOLL ERIC 

t Middle) 

Alias 

Email 



Day Phone 
1(415) 558-5400 

Type 

Work 

Home Address 

City 

State 

Zip Code 

Night Phone Type 

(415)556-5400 Work 

Work Address 

630 VALENCIA ST 

City 

SAN FRANCISCO 

State 

CA 

Zip Code 

94110- 


DOB 

I Age 

□OB 

or age between 

Race 

Sox 

Height 

Weight 

Hair Color 



Unk. □ 

and 







Confidential 
Person □ 


Violent Crime 
Notification □ 


School (if Juvenile) 


293 PC 
Notification D 


Star 


Injury/Treatment 


Follow-up Form 

YES □ 


Statement 

YES P 


Relationship tc Subject 

STRANGER/NONE 


Other Information/If Interpreter Needed Specify Language 
STAR #1651 
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Incident# 150178555 





















































































































































